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The Solicitors’ Journal 
LONDON, DECEMBER 24, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 1s tNpERSTOOD that an Order in Council will be issued imme- 
diately, enabling the judges to fix the dates of the next assizer, 
so that every circuit will end on or about the 20th of March. It 
may be presumed that the justices in quarter sessions will, 
wherever it appears desirable, arrange to hold adjourned sessions 
immediately before the assizes at the several places. 


Tue Vacation Notice, which will be found in another column, 
varies but little from its predecessors, with the exception that it 
gives the private addresses of both the Vacation Judges. It 
should be noticed that all matters will be heard in judges’ cham- 
bers, Queen’s Bench Division. 


Mr. Justice Kexewicn displays a laudable desire to regulate 
the business which is allotted to him from the Liverpool and Man- 
chester District Registries, as is shewn by the note of arrangement 
of his business during the ensuing sittings which we print in 
another column, and which will appear in the Sittings Paper of 
the Chancery Division for Hilary, 1888. 


We intimatep three weeks ago that a re-arrangement was then 
pending of the Queen’s Bench Departments of the Central Office, 
with a view to giving effect to the recommendations of the com- 
mittee which recently reported on these departments. The new Rules 
of Court, which we give in another column, carry out the amalga- 
mation of the Court Order Department with the Associates’ Depart- 
ment, and of the Queen’s Remembrancer’s Department with the 
Judgments and Married Women’s Acknowledgments Department. 





A cracervt act of friendship and well-deserved tribute to 
important services to the profession occurred on Tuesday last, 
when Mr. Henry Roscor was presented with his portrait, painted 
by the Hon. Jonn Cortrer, and subscribed for by colleagues on 
the council and members of the Incorporated Law Society. The 
presentation was made at Mr. Roscoz’s office, without any ceremony | 
or ostentation—a mode of gift not likely to render the act less | 
pleasing to the donee. 





THERE Is SOME REASON to believe that the Lord Chancellor’s 
Lard Transfer Bill will meet with a determined opposition from 
many members of both Houses of Parliament who are large land- 
owners, from the fact that they have now ascertained—what they 
did not before understand—that, before they can in any way deal 
with their estates, it will be necessary for them to register if the 
Bill becomes law. It is becoming an open question whether, 
notwithstanding the strenuous efforts which are sure to be made 
to push the Bill through, it will pass during the coming session. 


_ Ox Wepxespay an appeal from the decision of Mr. Justice Noxrn 
in Kaston vy. The London Joint-Stock Bank (31 Soricirors’ Journat, 
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812)—that refresher fees to counsel can be allowed upon the heur- 
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ing of an appeal from the Chancery Division as well as upon the 
hearing of an appeal from the Queen’s Bench Division, when the 
hearing occupies more than one day, even though no oral evidence 


28| is taken in the Court of Appeal—was in the paper of Court of 
126 | Appeal No. 2. 


The case was not disposed of, but was ordered to 
stand over till the Hilary Sittings. The court directed inquiries to 


126 | be addressed to the taxing master to ascertain what the practice 


formerly was as to appeals to the Exchequer Chamber, and what 
the practice was, after the Judicature Act came into operation, as 
regards appeals from both divisions of the High Court, previously 
to the coming into operation of the Rules of 1883. 





We print elsewhere the rules made under section 18 of the 
Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. c. 57), which were 
signed on Saturday last. It will be remembered that under the 
provisions of the Act, which comes into operation on the Ist of 
January next, the registration of deeds of arrangement is to be 
effected at the Central Office in like manner as bills of sale given 
by way of security for the payment of money are required to be 
registered, and the rules are, therefore, confined to prescribing the 
form of affidavit, and to providing for the contents of the indorse- 
ment, to be made by the person presenting it, on the copy deed for 
filing, and the certificate of registration to be placed on the original 
deed. Formal provisions are also made with regard to the trans- 
mission of deeds to county courts; the keeping of an index in tho 
county court office ; searches and extracts from the filed copy of a 
deed, and search and inspection in the county court. Another 
Order prescribes the fees to be taken in the Central Office for the 
registration of deeds of arrangement. 


Rectes or Covrr under the Guardianship of Infants’ Act, 1886 
(49 & 50 Vict. c. 27), were also signed on Saturday, and will be 
found elsewhere. As the Act came into operation on the 25th of 
June, 1886, these rules are issued rather late inthe day. They 
regulate the practice and procedure in proceedings under the Act; 
the most important of these proceedings being (section 2) ap- 
plications for the appointment of a guardian to act jointly 
with the mother; (section 3 (3)) applications by guardians 
unable to agree upon a question affecting the welfare of an 
infant; (section 5) applications by the mother of an infant 
as to the custody of the infant; and (section 6) applications 
for the removal from his office of a guardian. These applications 
may be made to the county court or the High Court (section 9) 
The rules provide that any application under the Act may be made, 
if an action or proceeding is pending by reason whereof the infant 
is a ward of court, by summons in such action or proceeding, or, 
where no such action or proceeding is pending, by originating 
summons; detailed provisions being madeas to by whom the summons 
may be taken out and upon whom it is to be served, in the case of 
the different applications under the Act. All matters relating to 
removals of applications from the county court to the High Court 
and appeals from county courts are to be disposed of, in court or 
chambers, by a judge of the Chancery Division, to be named for 
that purpose by the Lord Chancellor. Applications for removal 
from county courts are to be by originating summons in the 
Chancery Division, and the provisions of R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 59, 
relating to appeals by notice of motion, are applied to appeals from 
county courts under the Act. 





As wE Aannovncep last week, the present condition of the sittings 
of the courts and the cause lists is engaging the attention of the 
Incorporated Law Society, and a!so, we believe, of the judges. The 
present system is most unsatisfactory, as solicitors are unable to ascer- 
tain within anything like a reasonable time on what days particular 
lists will be taken or with what business the sittings will commence. 
During the progress of the sittings it is impossible to ascertain 
until after four o’clock what cases will be in the various lists for 
the following day, and even after the lists are published it requires 
a good deal of skill and patience to find out the probable time 
when a case is likely to come on, having regard to the fact that in 
the same list there are jumbled together not only the cares which 
are actually coming on, but also those which are marked for pi r- 
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ticular days and those which are stayed; and from time to time 
cases are imported into the list which did not originally appear in 
it, and others are brought forward without any apparent reason. 
These arbitrary changes involve a continual reference to the list, 
and even with the utmost care it is impossible to avoid making 
mistakes. In order to obviate the evil indicated, we would suggest 
that there should be a separate list for the different classes of 
cases, which should be revised at stated times—say once a week— 
and that no cases should be introduced into any of the lists after 
their issue; and that, if a case has been stayed, or marked for a 
particular day, it should be struck out of the list, and only allowed 
to appear in the list for the week when it is likely to come on. 
The adoption of this suggestion would prevent a vast amount of 
expense and a great deal of the inconvenience and trouble to 
which the profession and suitors are now subjected. 


A avestion of considerable importance to suitors in the county 
court was decided on the 16th inst. in the Queen s Bench Division 
by Cave and A. L. Surrn, JJ., arising upon the construction of 
section 68 of the County Courts Act, 1856 (19 & 20 Vict. ¢. 108), 
which first gave the right of appeal in interpleader cases. The 
enactment in question confers a right of sppeal in such cases 
(1) where the money claimed exceeds £20; ov (2) the value of the 
goods or chattels claimed, or of the proceeds thereof, exceeds that 
amount. In the case before the Divisional Court (White § Co. v. 
Milne) the money claimed did not exceed £20, while it appeared 
from the note of the learned county court judge that the appraised 
value of the goods was £12. A preliminary objection was there- 
fore taken, on the part of the respondent, that no appeal lay. In 
reply, the appellant’s counsel urged that ‘‘ the value of the goods” 
in section 68 means their real value, and not their appraised value, 
and proposed to shew, by an affidavit which he produced, that, in 
the case before the court, the real value of the goods far exceeded 
£20. The court, however, upheld the objection taken, and 
dismissed the appeal with costs, at the same time giving 
tte appellant leave to appeal. From the judgments delivered 
it would appear that the court lsid stress upon the words 
“‘or of the proceeds thereof,” which occur in section 68 of 
the County Courts Act, 1856, and also upon the language 
of section 72 of the same Act, which provides that a claimant 
in interpleader, who wishes to prevent a sale of goods 


taken in execution, may deposit with the bailiff ‘‘the amount 
of the value of the goods claimed, such value tobe fixed by appraise- | 


ment in case of dispute.”’ Without wishing to impugn the correct- 


ness of the decision arrived at, it may, however, well be doubted | 


whether the learned judges were justified in thus narrowing the 
construction of section 68 by reference to a subsequent section 
framed with an entirely different object. For, as was luid down 
in Vallance v. Nash (3 H. & N. 712), ‘‘ the construction of the 
enactment [section 64] ought not to be narrowed, since it is an ex- 
tension of the right of appeal, and therefore in furtherance of 
‘astice.” Moreover, in the case cited, in which it was held that 
in appeal lies from the decision of a county court judge in an inter- 
pleader matter where the value of the goods seized exceeds £20, 
though the claim in the original plaint was below that amount, 
Martin, B., stated, in the course of the argument, that ‘ the 
amount in dispute, as between the creditor and the claimant, is the 
value of the goods ¢o the claimant ’’—which, it is submitted, must 
be their veal value, and not merely their appraised value. 


WE DREW ATTENTION, several weeks ago, to section 45 of the 
Copyhold Act of last session, which provides that section 30 of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, ‘shall not apply to land of copyhold or 
customary tenure vested in the tenant on the court rolls of any 
mancr upon any trust or by way of mortgage.” A decisionof Mr. 
Justice Nortu, on Tuesday last (Re Mills’ Trusts, reported else- 
where) gives a very singular operation to this provision. Section 
30 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, provides, in effect, that trust 
and mortgage estates shall, on the death of the trustee or mortga- 
gee, ‘‘ become vested in his personal representatives.’’ That is to 
say, upon a particular event a certain result shall follow. In the 
case before Mr. Justice Noxrn this event had happened and the result 
had followed before the Copyhold Act, 1887, came into operation. 
The trust estate was at that time vested in the personal representa- 


tives of the deceased trustee. One would have supposed that a 
provision that section 30 of the Conveyancing Act “shall not 
apply ” could not possibly refer to a case in which, before this 
provision came into operation, that section had already applied. 
Where are the words in section 45 of the Copyhold Act, 1887, pro- 
viding that estates already vested shall be devested? But the 
learned judge held that the effect of section 45 was that, upon its 
passing, section 30 of the Conveyancing Act ‘‘ ceased to have any 
application to copyholds, and the executors had no power to deal 
with the property, but the estate devolved upon, and could be 
disposed of by, the persons on whom it would have devolved in 
case the Act of 1881 had never been passed.”” Any dealings, before 
the new provision came into operation, by the executors, in whom 
the estate was then vested, would have been valid, but upon the new 
provision coming into operation, the estate passed to the heir or 
devisee of trust and mortgage estates. We venture to say that this 
decision will excite considerable surprise. The learned judge’s 
reasons for arriving at it are not given in the report, but we 
may, perhaps, conjecture that he may have been influenced by the 
peculiar wording of section 45 of the Copyhold Act, that section 
30 ‘shall not apply to land of copyhold or customary tenure,” &c. 
He may have considered that the meaning of the words ‘‘ shall not 
apply ”’ was that section 30 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, after 
section 45 of the Copyhold Act came into operation, was to cease 
to affect any copyhold land held on trust. In a sense, this is 
a correct interpretation, but not in the sense adopted by the 
learned judge. It seems to us, with deference, that his construc- 
tion proceeds on a total misapprehension of the nature of the 
‘ application ”’ which it is provided is no longer to take place. 
Section 30 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, does not continuously 
apply to the trust and mortgage estates of a testator, but applies, 
once and for all, on the death of a testator—“ on his death” are 
the words of the section ; hence the “‘ application ” of that section 
which section 45 of the Copyhold Act is intended to prevent, is 
application on the death of a testator. But it is conceded by 
the observations of the learned judge as to dealings by the 
| executors, that the ‘‘ application” of section 30 in case of deaths 
before the Act is not prevented up to the time when section 45 
came into operation ; hence the only ‘‘application”’ which can be 
prevented by section 45 is ‘‘ application ”’ on the death of a testator 
after the last-mentioned section came into operation. In other 
words, section 30 of the Conveyancing Act is to cease to apply to 
copyhold trust estates devolving after the commencement of the 
Copyhold Act, 1887. How does the learned judge get over the 
| words of section 45 “‘land . . vested in the tenant on the 
i court rolls upon any trust?” The “tenant” here 
referred to is obviously the deceased trustee. The decision 
| will present a notable pitfall for conveyancers. Up to the 16th of 
| September, 1887, trust and mortgage estates in copyholds might be 
conveyed by the personal representatives of a deceased trustee or 
| mortgagee, but after that date the conveyance must be by the heir 
| or devisee of trust and mortgage estates. 

| ‘ 


| 
| 











AN INNKEEPER is not liable to any penalty if one of his guests 
gives an entertainment at the inn to the guest’s friends and continues 
entertaining them with intoxicating liquor after closing hours. 
Such is the short effect of Pine v. Barnes, decided as a “clear 
case’? by Pottock, B., and Hawsrns, J., at the close of last week. 
Although we are not prepared to say that the judgment was 
wrong, we fail to see how it was that the court arrived at it with 
so much absence of hesitation. The 9th section of the Licensing 
| Act, 1874, imposes a penalty upon ‘any person who, during the 
'time at which premises for the sale of intoxicating liquors are 
| directed to be closed, allows any intoxicating liquors, 
| although purchased before the hours of closing, to be consumed in 
| such premises.” The 30th section of the same Act enacts that 
| ‘no person keeping a house licensed shall be liable to 
| any penalty for supplying intoxicating liquors, after the hours of 
| closing, to private friends Jond fide entertained by him at his ex- 
| pense,’”’ and the 10th section of the same Act provides that nothing 
| in the Licensing Acts contained ‘‘shall preclude a person licensed 
| to sell any intoxicating liquor to be consumed on the premises 
| from selling such liquor at any time to dond fide travellers or to 
persons lodgiog in his house.’ The friends of a guest at an inn 
are certainly not persons lodging at the inn, and the express ex- 
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ception for friends in section 30 clearly applies to friends of the 
innkeeper only. The saving clauses, therefore, donot apply. The 
decision, however, can be supported on the ground that the inn- 
keeper cannot be said to have ‘‘allowed” the consumption of the 
liquor within the meaning of section 9. If the innkeeper himeelf, 
or one of his servants with his knowledge, were to fill up the 
glasses of the guest’s friends, the case might be different. A 
further question might arise whether the guest’s friends would be 
liable to the penalties of section 25 of the Licensing Act, 1872, by 
which “‘if, during any period during which any premises are re- 

uired . . . to be closed, any person is found on such premises, 
he shall, unless he satisfies the court that he was an inmate, ser- 
vant, or a lodger on such premises, or a bond fide traveller, or that 
otherwise his presence on such premises was not in contravention 
of the provisions” of the Licensing Acts “with respect to the 
closing of licensed premises,”’ he is liable to a penalty of not more 
than forty shillings. Upon the construction of this section it 
would seem to be entirely a question of fact for the justices trying 
an information under the section whether a person is liable to the 
penalty or not. 








THE NEW CIRCUIT ARRANGEMENTS. 


Brrore the new circuit arrangements can be carried out in their 
entirety, some slight amendment of the Order in Council as to 
winter and summer assizes, dated the 26th of June, 1884, will 
be necessary. It will be seen from the announcement which we 
publish elsewhere, that an Order in Council is to be issued im- 
mediately, but it remains to be seen whether it will relate to the 
new arrangements generally, or will be confined to the arrange- 
ments for the next assizes. 

An important change will be made with regard to the holding of 
these winter assizes. They will be held some three weeks later than 
usual, whilst the days for the assizes have been fixed by the judges 
in such a way that each circuit may end on the same day at the 
end of the Hilary Sittings. The advantages of this arrangement 
are obvious. The judges will all be in town for the despatch of 
London business at the beginning of the Hilary Sittings, and there 
will be no waste of judicial power when the circuits are over, since 
the commission days have been so arranged that the judges will 
finish their circuit work as nearly as possible simultaneously. 


The idea of grouping assize towns for civil business, which 
found favour with the judges when the question of circuit 
arrangements was under consideration last summer, has been 
abandoned. The scheme then propounded went beyond all 
reasonable limits, and met with general opposition, and we are 
glad to see that it has been given up. At the same time we feel 
some regret that a less revolutionary system of grouping has not 
been attempted. 

An important change is the discontinuance of the system of 
grouping for the purposes of criminal business. The system had 
many advantages, but it has not been found to work satisfactorily. 
For the future there will be three assizes instead of four, excepting 
in the case of Liverpool, Manchester, and Leeds, where four assizes 
will still be held. April criminal assizes will be held in Yorkshire 
and Lancashire, but elsewhere they will be discontinued. 


The duration of the circuits under the new arrangements will, 
in all probability, not be materially increased, for, though the 
abandonment of the system of grouping for criminal business will 
necessitate more places being visited, the time spent at each place 
will be lees. 

An obvious objection to the new arrangements is that prisoners 
who are properly triable at the assizes may have to undergo a 
longer term of imprisonment before trial than they have hitherto 
been liable to undergo. It has been suggested that this defect 
might be remedied by providing that any prisoner who has been 
imprisoned for more than three months should be removed 
for trial either to the Central Criminal Court or to one of 
the places where there are still four criminal assizes. This, 
however, will, no doubt, be a matter for future consideration by 
the judges. 

The new arrangements cannot be expected to be ideally perfect, 
but they will at any rate have the effect of shortening the period 
during which the judges are absent from London. 





ENFRANCHISEMENT UNDER THE COPYHOLD 
ACT, 1887. 
:. 


Corrnotp tenure dies hard. It suffered but little from the Report 
of the Real Property Commissioners of 1832, in which the mischiefs 
resulting from it were enumerated. The Report of the Committee 
of 1838 was only followed by the Act of 1841, which was almost 
without effect. Although speedy abolition was urged by the Com- 
mittee of 1851, yet the subsequent Act of 1852 fell far short of 
this, and was not altered in principle by that of 1858. It intro- 
duced, indeed, compulsory enfranchisement, but there was no 
external pressure brought to bear upon either lord or tenant; and 
it remained quite optional with them whether it should be used. 
The result is that its use has been rapidly declining, and the 
number of enfranchisements now effected under it is less than 300 
ayear. This, of course, has disappointed the expectations of those 
who looked for the speedy abolition of the tenure, and for several 
years a Bill has been before Parliament intended to apply the prin- 
ciple of compulsion more rigorously. This has now become the 
Copyhold Act of 1887, but in passing through the Legislature it 
has been robbed of its chief feature. The reasons for the failure 
of the previous Acts were thought to lie as much in the cost of 
their procedure and the amount of compensation as in the failure 
to use sufficient compulsion; and it has been decided to try the 
effect of lessening these hindrances before introducing a change 
which is by no means unanimously desired. 

The early efforts of law reformers were directed rather to a com- 
mutation of manorial rights than to a change of tenure by enfran- 
chisement, and the first part of the Act of 1841 was directed to 
this end. Before, however, a general commutation could be effected 
the consent of the lord must have been obtained, and it must have 
been agreed to by three-fourths of the tenants. For some reason or 
other—possibly the difficulty of getting the tenants to combine— 
this plan offered little attraction, and it appears that only one com- 
pulsory commutation was ever effected. The latter part of the Act 
was intended to facilitate voluntary enfranchisement, and it also 
enabled any twelve tenants, reduced to six in 1843, to join in 
obtaining enfranchisement by a schedule of apportionment. The 
average number of enfranchisements thus effected from 1841 to 
1852 was thirty-seven each year. In 1852 the principle 
of compulsion was introduced, but the average of enfran- 
chisements till 1858 was no more than 191. In that year 
certain changes were introduced, notably that the Acts were 
no longer restricted to cases where there had been admittances 
since July, 1853, and the number accordingly rose. The average 
down to the present time, or rather to 1886, has been 499; but 
the actual number of enfranchisements in each year has varied 
considerably, rising to nearly 1,000 before 1870, but since then 
declining, till it is now under 300. One reason for this is that 
since 1868 it has been attempted to make the Land Commission, 
with which the Copyhold Commission is united, self supporting, 
and the fees imposed for this purpose have added considerably 
to the cost of enfrenchisement. Owing, however, to the decrease 
of business, the Treasury has gained little by the change. It 
has yet to be seen what effect will be produced by the Act 
which has just been passed, and which we may take to be a 
final attempt to settle the question on the old lines before resort- 
ing to the more stringent means which have been urged upon 
the Legislature. 

In considering its provisions it will be convenient first to point 
out its leading features, to shew, that is, how it is intended to 
facilitate enfranchisement, and then to review more in detail the 
changes which it has made in the law. 

The original idea of its promoters was to effect enfranchise- 
ment compulsorily in each ease upon the next admittance, and for 
this purpose the lord was to give notice to the new tenant at 
the time of admittance, or within twelve months after, that such 
enfranchisement would take place, and also to state the compen- 
sation which he was willing to accept. It was not clear, how- 
ever, how the compulsion was to be applied, and if the tenant 
abstained from moving in the matter, it did not seem that any- 
thing more could be done. Moreover, it was specially provided 
that the lord might agree with the tenant that the lard should 
remain copyhold. But it was not necessary to examine these 
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clauses minutely, as the Committee of the House of Lords, which 
practically reduced the Bill to its final shape, and before which the 
evidence on the subject was taken, declined to accede to the 
principle involved. They rejected, also, the proposal for im- 
mediate enfranchisement by statute upon the next admittance, as 
well as the more moderate plan of the Bill, and adopted instead the 
first section of the Act. This provides that upon every admi' tance 
or enrolment after December 31, 1887, the steward shall be bound 
to give to the new tenant a notice in a prescribed form to the effect 
that he is entitled to have the land enfranchised upon payment of 
the lord’s compensation and the steward’s fees, and stating further 
how such compensation can be fixed. A steward neglecting to 
serve this notice is not entitled to any fee for that admission or 
enrolment. 

But while the possibility of enfranchisement is thus to be 
brought prominently to the notice of the tenant, much more 
important is the effect which the Act is intended to have upon its 
cost. In order to diminish this a number of changes have been 
made whose combined effect should be considerable. 

(1.) 8 to the valuation.—This in itself has been in many cases 
prohibitive of enfranchisement under the Acts. In any case it 
had to be made by one or more valuers properly appointed under 
section 8 of the Act of 1852, a distinction being made according as 
the rateable annual value of the land was under or over £20. The 
calculation, however, is in many cases one which requires little 
skill, and when the annual value is known, and the age of the 
tenant, it can be easily made by the help of the tables issued by 
the Land Commissioners. To provide for simple cases of this kind, 
and to avoid the valuers’ fees, it is provided by section 3 that the 
lord and tenant may agree in writing on the amount of compensa- 
tion. If they do not do this they are then at liberty themselves 
to appoint a valuer or valuers; or, by section 43, they may refer 
the matter to the commissioners; while, if they cannot agree in 
this manner, the procedure under the old Act of 1858 is still 
available, as modified by section 10 of the present one. 

(2.) Hscheats.—Curiously enough there are numerous cases in 
which the lord’s right of forfeiture and escheat forms by far the 
largest item in the compensation. This is especially the case in 
manors with fixed fines. These are usually very low, out of all 
proportion to the value of the land, and often, where there has 
been much sub-division, not amounting to a farthing per holding. 
But when the value of the right to escheat is calculated, then the 
full improved value of the land is taken into account, and the 
compensation is assessed at from one-quarter to three-fourths; and 
when building has taken place this will amount toa sum quite 
prohibitive of enfranchisement. A striking instance of this was 
quoted before the Lords’ Committee from the Manor of Tottington, 
in the Honor of Clitheroe. There the annual payment to the lord 
was about £5, for which he would be compensated at the rate of 
twenty-eight years’ purchase; but buildings had been erected from 
which the tenant was receiving a rent of £6,800. The right of 
eccheat was valued at one-fourth of this, and consequently the 
tenant would have to pay an additioncl £1,700 to effect the en- 
franchisement and get rid of an annual payment of £5. It was 
stated, moreover, by several witnesses that though this item is 
almost always included in the compensation, yet instances in 
which an escheat really takes place are almost unknown, and the 
lord is paid for the loss of a right of a most illusory nature. It is 
worthy of note, too, that the tenant who buys this right cannot in 
the nature of things himself profit by it, but simply purchases it for 
the benetit of the Crown. This obstacle to enfranchisement is 
removed by section 5 of the Act, which provides that in making 
valuations for compensation payable to the lord upon an enfran- 
chieement the valuers shall no longer take into consideration the 
value of escheats. At the same time, inasmuch asa change of tenure 
is effected, it is necessary expressly to reserve the right to the lord, 
and this is done by section 4. He continues to be entitled, in 
case of escheat for want of heirs, to the same right and interest in 
the land as he would have had if it had not been enfranchised. 

(3.) Paym-nt to a limited owner.—A considerable change has 
been made in this respect. J1itherto the compensation money, 
when consisting of a gross sum, has been dealt with under sections 
73—75 of the Act of 1841, providing for payment into the Bank of 
England in case of limited owners or of owners under any dis- 
ability, with separate provisions where it is under £200 and £20 
respectively. By the present Act a different system is introduced, 
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which will be found in sections 25 and 26 When the enfranchise. 
ment takes place through the commissioners, the lord for the time 
being, although his estate is limited, is able to give a complete 
discharge, and the commissioners direct him as to the applica- 
tion of the money. With that the tenant has nothing to do, 
as the discharge is expressly stated to relieve him from all 
responsibility for the application of the money. In matters 
before the commission this will doubtless save expense and 
trouble. Where the transaction takes place outside the com. 
mission, and the compensation is not over £500, then, by section 26, 
it may be paid to the lord for the time being, but only on his 
making a declaration of title shewing that he is entitled to receive 
it for his own uee. If this is false he is liable to penalties, and if, 
in any case, he is wrong, he becomes a trustee for those entitled. 
This absolves the tenant from liability to the real owner, but it 
does not assist him at all where such owner can only declare a 
limited interest. The tenant has further advantages in the pay- 
ment of the compensation in most cases by a rent-charge, and in 
the fixing of the amount to be paid to the steward; but these 
matters, as well as the question of liability for costs, we must 
reserve for the next article. 








THE LATE MR. GEORGE DAWES. 


Tne announcement of the death, on the 9th inst., of Mr.George Dawes, 
solicitor, of Angel-court, Throgmorton - street, the senior partner in 
the firm of Messrs. Dawes & Sons, will have been received with deep 
feelings of regret, not only by members of his profession, but by his 
large circle of friends and acquaintances. It occurred, very un- 
expectedly, in Florida, while he was on a visit to one of his sons, and 
was the result of a severe attack of acute enteric catarrh. 

Mr. Dawes was born in Angel-court on the 23rd of November, 
1810, and had, consequently, just entered his seventy-eighth year. 
He was the youngest son of the late Mr. Thomas Dawes, who will be 
remembered as having been, at the time of his death, the senior 
member of the profession in London, having been admitted in 1795, 
and having continuously taken out his certificate until his death in 
1871. Mr. Thomas Dawes himself succeeded to the business which 
was founded by his eldest brother, the late Mr. Edwin Dawes, con- 
siderably more than a century ago, and on his retirement from busi- 
ness, about the year 1840, his place was taken by his sons, Richard 
and George, the latter having been admitted in the year 1835. 

Mr. George Dawes was educated privately, and the knowledge he 
thus gained formed the foundation of that thoroughness which dis- 
tinguished him throughout the whole of his subsequent career. 
Thrown at a very early period of his professional life into the 
responsibilities of a special branch of a large and important business, 
Mr. Dawes, with characteristic determination and perseverance, 
entered heart and soul into the work, with the result that in the 
course of a very few years he had gained a reputation in the branch 
to which he particularly devoted himself which culminated in his 
appointment as Solicitor to the Associated Fire Offices and the Fire 
Oftices Committee, and caused his advice to be asked on almost every 
important question arising on the law of fire insurance. It was 
through his medium that the form of policy now in general use 
among the leading insurance companies was settled. He was also 
intrusted with the conduct of many of the most important actions 
arising out of fire claims, and his success was so marked that he was 
well known never to have failed in any case of importance which 
was taken to trial under his advice. He was thus brought into 
contact with most of the leading members of the bar, and enjoyed 
the personal friendship of many of the present, as well as of former, 
occupants of the bench. 

Though frequently solicited to join the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, Mr. Dawes never would consent to be nominated, and 
the same dislike to allowing prominence to be given to his name 
deterred him from associating himself with other kindred institutions. 

His equable temper and genial disposition won the esteem of all with 
whom he was thrown in contact, and it is a noteworthy fact that, 
while devoting himself to his profession, of which he was to the last, 
notwithstanding his advanced age, a most active member, Mr. Dawes 
was equally at home as a yachtsman, in the saddle, and in the field, 
thus proving the possibility of the combination of a keen sportsman 
with a conscientious and zealous lawyer. 








It is stated that Mr. W. C. Beasley, Q C., has resigned the recorder- 
ship of Hull on account of failing health. 

Sir Henry James, Q.C., has sprained his ankle rather severely, but it is 
stated that he is recovering satisfactorily. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
PROFESSIONAL STATUS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 

Sir,—I happened, last Saturday evening, to take up that day’s 
Land Agents’ Record, and, while vaguely turning over the leaves, 
noticed a sweet and peculiarly instructive paragraph contained in a 
letter contributed to the journal by someone signing himself ‘‘ York- 
shire Auctioneer.” 

The following is the reference :—‘‘ In conclusion, Mr. Editor, I do 
hope that all interested in our profession will see the necessity of 
hecomirng members of an institute which is solely established for our 
benefit ; and, although it may be some years before all or any of my 
suggestions are carried out, yet by ‘a long pull and a strong pull, and 
a pull altogether,’ the profession of an auctioneer, an appraiser, or & 
house or land agent may speedily become very different from what it is 
at present.” 

At the end of a conference with Q.C. and Junior this afternoon, I 
repeated, in effect, for their relish, the latter part of the above state- 
ment, and we parted company merrily thus :— 

Q.C.: ‘*Puzzle. Find the professional gentleman.” 

Junior: ‘* Give it up.” 

Self: ‘‘I have it. The learned house agent, of course.” 

Surely it must be a great mental strain to advance with such rapid 
strides ! T. SHELTON CRICKITT. 

Dec. 19. 





ACCOUNT STAMP DUTY—CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE 
ACT, 1881. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Section 38 of the above Act in effect provides that stamp 
duty at the rate of three per cent. shall be charged, on the death 
of the settlor, on the value of property passing under a voluntary 
settlement by deed whereby a life interest therein is reserved to the 
settlor, or whereby he may have reserved the right to reclaim the 
absolute interest in such property. 

Will any of your readers express an opinion whether this duty is 
payable out of the estate of the settlor or out of the settled fund ? 

It should be borne in mind that if the fund was derived under a 
will the testator’s estate would clearly bear the duty (being in the 
nature of probate duty), and that the position of the settlor and the 
testator in connection with such a settlement and will respectively is 
identical ; that is to say, the right is reserved to him to receive the 
income up to the time of his death. T. C.8. 

Dec. 21. 

[The account of the property included in the voluntary settlement 
is to be delivered by the person having possession or management of 
the property as beneficiary or otherwise (section 39), and the duty is 
a debt due to the Crown from the person who is required to deliver 
the account (section 40). The duty is therefore payable in the 
first instance out of the property comprised in the voluntary settle- 
ment, and we do not at present see that it could he successfully con- 
a? mt it should be recouped out of the testator’s estate.— 

D. 8. d. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE DEEDS OF ARRANGEMENT ACT, 1887. 
RULES UNDER THE DEEDS OF ARRANGEMENT ACT, 1887. 

1. Short title and commencement.] These Rules may be cited as 
“The Deeds of Arrangement Act Rules, 1888.” They shall come 
into eperation on the first day of January one thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-eight. 

2. Interpretaticn of terme.| In these Rules, unless the context or 
subject-matter otherwise requires,— 

(1.) “*The Act” 1oeans the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. 

“County Court Registrar’’ means any Registrar of a County Court 
to whom a copy of a registered deed is transmitted, pursuant 
to the thirteenth section of the Act. 

‘* Debtor ’’ means any person by, for, or in respect of whose affairs 
a deed of arrangement, as defined by the Act, shall be made or 
entered into, and includes a firm of persons in copartnership. 

‘** Deed” means any deed of arrangement as defined by the Act. 

‘‘ Registrar”? means the Registrar for the purposes of the Act. 

(2) Words importing the singular number include the plural num- 
ber, and words importing the plural number include the 
singular number, and words importing the masculine gender 
include the feminine. 

(3.) Any terms and expressions defined by the Act shall in these 
Rules have the meanings assigned to them by the Act. 


Registration of Deede. 





3. A ffiidavite.] The affidavits to be filed pursuant to the sixth sec- 
d 


tion of the Act shall be respectively in the Forms Nos. 1, 2, and 3 in 
the Appendix, with such variations as circumstances may require. 

4. Abstract ] The abstract of the contents of any deed to be entered 
on the Register shall be in the Form No. 4 in the Appendix. 

5. Indorsement on copy of deed for filing.] Upon every copy of a 
deed which is presented for filing there shall be indorsed, by the 
person who presents it, the namé of the debtor, the date of the deed 
and of the filing thereof, the total amount of duty with which the 
deed is stamped, and a certificate signed by the solicitor of the debtor 
or the person who presents the copy for filing certifying that the copy 
is a correct copy of the deed, and stating the number of folios (of 72 
words each) which the deed contains. 

6. Certificate of registration on original deed.] When a deed is 
registered under the Act there shall be written on the original deed 
a certificate stating that the deed has been duly — as pre- 
scribed by the Act, and the date of registration. Such certificate 
shall be sealed with the seal of the Central Office. 


Transmission of Copies to County Courte. 

7. Indorsement to be made on copies transmitted to County Court 
Registrars.] Upon every copy of a deed which pursuant to the Act 
is transmitted to a County Court Registrar there shall be written 
copies of every indorsement or certificate written on the original deed 
or on the fil2d copy thereof. Such copies shall be signed by the 
proper officer of the Central Office. 

8. Transmission of copy by post.) The copy of a deed which pur- 
suant to the Act is required to be transmitted to a County Court 
Registrar may be transmitted to him by post. 

9. Copies to be numbered and filed in County Court office.] The 
County Court Registrar shall number the copies of deeds received by 
him in the order in which they shall respectively be received, and shall 
file and keep them in his office. 

10. Index to be kept in County Court offce.] The County Court 
Registrar shall keep an index, alphabetically arranged, in which he 
shall enter, under the first letter of the surname of the debtor, such 
surname, with his Christian name, address, and description, and the 
number which has been affixed to the copy. 


Searches and Extracts. 

11. Extracts from filed copy of deed ] Extracts from the filed copy 
of a deed shall be limited to the date of execution and registration, 
the names, addresses, and descriptions of the debtor and the parties 
to the deed, and a short statement of the nature and effect of the 
deed. 

12. Search and ins, ection in County Cvurt.] The County Court 
Registrar shall allow 4 person to search the index kept by him at 
any time during which he is required by the County Court Rules for 
the time being to keep his office open, and to make the same extracts 
as are permitted by the last preceding Rule upon payment by such 
person of the same fee as is payable in the Central Office. The 
County Court Registrar shall also, if required, cause an office copy to 
be made of any copy of a deed filed in his office, and shall be entitled 
for making, marking, and sealing the same to the same fee as is pay- 
able for an office copy of a deed in the Central Office. 

The 17th day of December, 1887. 

(Signed) Hatspury, C. 
CoLERinGE, L.C.J. 
EsHEr, M.R. 
C. E. Pottock, B. 
H, Manisty, J. 


APPENDIX. 
No. 1.—A fidavit of Execution ly Debtor, 
In the High Court of Justice, 
Queen’s Bench Division. 


of 
(a) State make oath and say as follows: — 
pe pate we deed ]. The document hereto annexed marked “A.” is a true 
gnment 
of property; Copy of a deed of (a) 
deed of orand of every schedule or inventory thereto annexed or 


agreementfor i : 
een therein referred to, and of every attestation of the execution 


tion; a deed thereof. 
of inspector- 2. The deed was executed on the 
ship; a Jetter 18 , by 


= pened | the debtor, at of the clock ix. the fore[after noon. 


to carry on 1 was present when the debtor executed the said deed, and 
or. win up saw him execute the same, 

debtor’s busi- 3 The said (2) 

nb) Insert Tesides at 

name, resid~ - 7 . 
ence, and oc 4, The place or places where the business of the eaid 
——. « is carried on is [or are] as follows :—(c) 

(c) State Sworn at 
also in what this 
ad names 
debtor carries Before me, 
on business, A commissioner to administer oaths in the Supreme Ccurt 

of Judicature. 


day of . 


day of | 
18. 
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(a) State No, 2.—Afidavit of Execution where Deed is first executed by a 
whether deed fi of Creditor s firs ecuted by 
of assignment t . 
of property; In the High Court of Justice, 


deed of agree- ’ “ala 
ment for a Queen’s Bench Division. 
: ’ 


composition ; 

a deed of in- of F 

—— ;, make oath and say as follows :— 

ng a d marked “A.” i 

licence, or an , e document hereto annexed marke A.” is a true 

agreement to copy of a deed of (a) 

carry ~ or 

win u . 

debtor's bust. 80d of every schedule or inventory thereto annexed or 

ness, therein referred to. 

a ») — 2. The deed was first executed by (2) a 
ame, resid- ,.,4; t Ts 

ence, and oc. Creditor (who resides at , 

cupation of and is ’ 

creditor. on the day of 18 ,at of the 

3 rome clock in the fore[after]noon. I was present when the said 

ence, and oc-.. executed the said deed, and saw 

cupation of him execute the same. 

debtor. 3. The debtor (c) ’ 


(d) State . 
also in what resides at ’ 


other names and is . 
(if any) 4. The place or places where business of the said debtor is 


debtor carries ie i ae F 
on business, carried on is [or are] as follows :—(¢) 


Sworn, &c. 





No. 3.—Debtor's A fidavi t. 


(a) State In the High Court of Justice, 
whether deed Queen’s Bench Division. 
ofassignment I, : 
of property ; of 
deed of or ha catl 7 ¥ 
agreement for Make oath and say as follows :— 
a composi- 1. That on the day of sa8 gk 
tion; deed of executed a deed of (a) 
inspector- 
ship; a letter ' . 
of licence or 2. The total estimated amount of my property included 
an agreementynder the deed is £ and the net amount of my 


to carr n * ° , 
or wind up Property included under the deed, after deducting £ 7 


debtor’s busi- being the value (4) of securities held by creditors, and re- 
nea. ati quired to cover debts due to them, is £ ° 
oti ees. 3: The total estimated amount of my liabilities included 
plus (if any) Under the deed is £ , and the net amount of my 
trom _securi- Jiabilities included under the deed, after deducting £ ‘ 
— a. a being the (c) amount covered by securities held by creditors, 
should not be }§ + 2 eae 
deducted 4. (¢) The total amount of the composition payable there- 
from the under is : 
eae 5. The names of my creditors and their addresses are con- 
() This tained in the schedule ‘signed by me) to this my affidavit. 
amount must Sworn at ) 


correspond i p { 
with the this day of ) 
amount of 18 . 
securities de- Before me, 

ducted above. 


eae be A commissioner to administer oaths in the Supreme Court 


made in re- of Judicature. 
spect of the 
unsecured 
balances of 
partially se- 
cured debts. 

_ (a) If there 
is no composi- 
tion payable, 
strike this 
clause out. 


SCHEDULE. 


Names of Creditors. Addresses, 


[ Form No. 4 prescribes the for of the register in the Central Office.] 


THE DEEDS OF ARRANGEMENT ACT, 1887. 
ORDER AS TO FEES. 


The Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halebury, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the undersigned Judges of the Supreme Court of Judicature, 
and with the concurrence of the Lords Commissioners of Her 
Majesty’s Treasury, doth hereby, in pursuance and execution of the 
powers given by the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887, and all other 








powers and authorities enabling him in this behalf, order and direct 
in manner following :— 
1. 

Fees.—The fees contained in the Schedule hereto are fixed and 
appointed to be, and shall be taken in the office for the registration 
of deeds of arrangement pursuant to the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 
1887. The said fees shall, until otherwise determined by the 
Treasury, be taken by stamps. 

II. 

Payment of fees.—All fees payable under this Order, except fees 
in respect of searches, inspections, and office copies, shall be paid at 
the time of registration. - 


Commencement and short title —This Order shall come into operation 
on the first day of January one thousand eight hundred and eighty- 
eight, and may be cited as ‘‘The Order as to Fees for Registration 
of Deeds of Arrangement”; and expressions therein shall have the 
same meaning as in the Deeds of Arrangement Act Rules, 1888. 


SCHEDULE. 
SCALE OF FEES. 
Filing. 
1. Where the total estimated amount of property included under or 
the total amount of compensation payable under a deed shall appear 


from the affidavit of the debtor not to exceed the following amounts, 
the fee on filing such deed shall be as under :— 


£ s. d, 

Where the property does not exceed £1,000 . ‘  £@ 8 

Exceeds £1,000 but 4 £2,000 . : - 20 0 

5 £2,000 ,, 2 £3,000. . . 3 0 0 

» £3,000 ,, a £4,000. . . 400 

Exceeds. . . . ’ £4,000 . » d 0 0 

In every case to which the above fees do not apply - 20 0 
2. On every certificate, indorsed on an original deed, of 

the registration thereof . 2 6 


3. On every copy of a deed transmitted to a county 
court registrar, for every folio or part of a folio contained 
in such copy ° , , . . ° ° ; 1} 

But if the total amount shall involve a fraction of a 
penny, then such fraction shall be charged as 1d. 


ue 


Searches. 
4, On searching the register (for every name inspected) 
and on inspecting the filed copy, including the limited 
extract to be taken pursuant to the Act and Rules . ‘ 


bo 
oO 


Copies. 

5. On office copies and extracts of or from the filed copy 
of a deed, for every folio (72 words) or fractional part 
of afolio . ° ‘ ° ° . . : ; ; 6 

6. On examining a copy brought in to be marked as 
an office copy, for every folio or fractional part of a 


folio . ; ; 2 


Miscellaneous. 

7. On all other documents and proceedings (including filing 
affidavits) the same fees as are payable in respect of the like docu- 
ments and proceedings under the Order as to Supreme Court Fees, 
1884. 

The 17th day of December, 1887. 

(Signed) Hatssury, C. 

CoLERIDGE, L.C.J. 
EsHer, M.R. 
C. E, Potiock, B. 
H. Manisty, J. 
We concur, 

HERBERT EUsTACE MAXWELL, 

SrpyEY HERBERT, 

Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury. 





THE GUARDIANSHIP OF INFANTS ACT, 1886. 
RULES OF THE SUPREME CouRT. 


1. These Rules may be cited as ‘‘ The Rules of the Supreme Court, 
Guardianship of Infants,” and shall apply to proceedings in the High 
Court of Justice, including appeals, under the Guardianship of Infants 
Act, 1886, herein-after called the Act. 

2. Any application under the Act may be made as follows: 

(a.) Where there is pending any action or other proceeding by 
reason whereof the infant is a ward of court, then by a 
summons in such action or proceeding, and in the matter of 
the infant. 

(b.) Where there is not pending any such action or other pro- 
ceeding as aforesaid, then by an originating summons in the 
matter of the infant. 
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3. A summons under section 2 of the Act may be taken by any next 
friend of the infant, and shall be served upon the mother of the infant. 

4, (a.) A summons under section 3, sub-section (2), of the Act may 
be taken out by any next friend of the infant, and shall be served upon 
the father of the infant. 

(>.) A summons under section 3, sub-section (3), of the Act may be 
taken out by any guardian of the infant, and shall be served upon the 
other guardian or guardians. 

5. (a.) A summons under section 5 of the Act taken out by the 
mother of any infant shall be served upon the father of the infant, or 
if he be dead, upon the guardian or guardians of the infant, if any 
such there be, other than the mother. 

(b.) A summons under section 5 of the Act taken out by the father 
of any infant shall be served upon the mother of the infant, or if she 
be dead, upon the guardian or guardians of the infant, if any such 
there be, other than the father. 

(r.) A summons under section 5 of the Act taken out by any guar- 
dian of an infant, other than a parent, shall be served upon the 
other guardian or guardians of the infant, if any such there be, 
other than a surviving parent, and also upon the surviving parent, if 
any. 

6, A summons under section 6 of the Act may be taken out by any 
next friend of the infant, and shall be served upon bis guardian or 
guardians, 

7. All matters relating to removals and appeals from Coun'y 
Courts in respect of which jurisdiction is given to the High Court by 
the Act shall be transacted and disposed of in Court or in Chambers 
by or under the directions of any Judge of the Chancery Division 
(hereinafter called the Judge) named for that purpose by the Lord 
Chancellor. 

8. The application of any party under section 10 of the Act for an 
order of removal from a county court to the High Court shall be by 
an originating summons in the Chancery Division in the matter of 
the infant, and shall be marked with the name of the judge. It shall 
not be necessary to serve the summons upon any person. When the 
Judge upon hearing the summons shall (on such terms as to costs as 
he may think proper) have ordered the application to be removed to 
the High Court, the application shall be proceeded with before such 
Judge; and the applicant shall serve a copy of the order upon the 
registrar of the county court, who shall forthwith transmit all docu- 
ments (if any) inthe matter filed or lodged in the county court to 
such officer as the Judge may direct. 

9. In any proceeding under the Act the Judge may direct such 
persons, other than those in these Rules respectively mentioned, to be 
served with the summons as he may think fit. 

10. Upon any application under the Act for the appointment of a 
guardian of an infant the evidence shall shew— 

(a.) The age of the infant ; 
(b.) The nature and amount of the infant’s fortune and income ; 
(c.) What relations the infant has. 

11. Order LIX., rules 10, 11, 12, 13, 16, and 17, shall apply to 
appeals to the Chancery Division of the High Court from county 
courts under the Act. The appeal shall not operate as a stay of pro- 
ceedings under the decision appealed from unless the county court 
shall so order. 

12, The Judge may after an appeal has been entered make such 
orders, either ew parte or otherwise, with regard to the custody of the 
infant pending the appeal and otherwise as he may think proper. 

13. Subject to these Rules, the Rules for the time being in force 
with respect to appeals to the Queen’s Bench Division from inferior 
courts, and also the rules for the time being in force with respect to 
appeals from the High Court to the Court of Appeal, shall, so far 
as practicable, apply to appeals from county courts to the High 
Court under the Act. 

The 17th day of December 1887, 

(Signed) Hatspory, C. 
CoLEerIncE, L.C.J. 
EsHeEr, M.R. 
C. E. Pot.ock, B. 
H. Manisty, J. 
RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT, DECEMBER, 1887. 


Notwithstanding anything in Order LXI., Rule 1, of the Rules of 
the Supreme Court, 1883, contained, from and after the 1st day of 
January, 1888, 

(1.) So much of the Summons and Order Department of the 
Central Office as has hitherto formed the Court Order Department 
= be amalgamated with the Associates’ Department of the Central 

ce ; 

(2,) The Queen’s Remembrancer’s Department of the Central 
Office shall be amalgamated with the Judgments and Married 
Women’s Acknowledgments Department of that Office, so as to 
form one department, which shall be called the Queen’s Remem- 
brancer’s, Judgments, and Acknowledgments Department, of the 
Central Office; and the business shall “4 distributed, and shall be 
performed by the several officers and clerks, accordingly. 








This Rule may be cited with reference to the Rules of the Supreme 
Ceurt, 1883, as Order LXI., Rule la. 

The 17th day of December, 1887, 

(Signed) Hatspury, C. 
CotErmDcE, L.C.J. 
Esuer, M R. 
C. E. Potxock, B. 
H, Manisty, J. 
CHANCERY COURT Nv. IV. 
BUSINESS BEFORE Mr. JusTicE KEKEwIcH, HinaAry SITTrnas, 1888. 

Subject to arrangements for interlocutory business, actions for 
trial will be taken on every day of the sittings, from Jan. 11 to 
March 28, both inclusive. 

Actions for trial in the Liverpool District Registry will be heard 
on Monday, Jan. 16, and continued on following days. 

Subject to any Liverpool actions not then disposed of. 

Actions for trial in the Manchester District Registry will te 
heard on Monday, Jan. 23, and continued on following days. 

Solicitors engaged in Liverpool and Manchester actions ready for 
trial, with or without witnesses, are requested to communicate with 
the district registrars, or the officer of the court in order that proper 
lists may be completed. 

On other days actions transferred for trial only will be taken in the 
order in the cause list. 

Motions in Liverpool and Manchester business will be heard 
every Saturday, and other interlocutory business from those district 
registries will be taken on alternate Saturdays commencing with 
Liverpool business on Saturday, Jan. 14. 

Summonses in chambers issued in the same registries will be 
heard on Friday afternoons, Liverpool and Manchester summonses 
being taken on alternate Fridays, commencing with Liverpool 
summonses on Friday, Jan. 13. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHRISTMAS VACATION, 1887. 


Mr. Justice Kekewich will sit in Judge’s Chambers, Queen’s Bench 
Division, as Vacation Judge for all divisions of the High Court of 
Justice on the following days during the Christmas Vacation :—Fri- 
day Dec. 23 and Wednesday Dec. 28, 1887; Tuesday Jan. 10, 1888. 

N B.—If necessary to dispose of the work of the previous day, his 
lordship will sit on Thursday Dec. 29. 

Mr. Justice Charles will sit in the same place as Vacation Judge for 
all divisions of the High Court on the following days :—Friday Dec. 
30, 1887; Tuesday Jan. 3 and Friday Jan. 6, 1888. 

N.B.—Urgent applications which cannot be brought before the 
judge in chambers should be made to Mr. Justice Kekewich up to and 
including Thursday Dec. 29, and on Monday and Tuesday Jan. 9 and 
10, 1888; and to Mr. Justice Charles from Friday Dec. 30 to Saturday 
Jan. 7, both inclusive. 

The following are the addresses of the Vacation Judges :—Mr. 
Justice Kekewich, 19, Park-crescent, Portland-place. 

N.B.—His lordship will keep his clerk informed during what hours 
of the day he may be found at home, and inquiry should be made at 
his private room, Royal Courts of Justice, before seeking him there. 

Mr. Justice Charles, Gartlet, Clarendon-road, Watford, Herts. 








At the last meeting of the landowners’ convention, held at Dublin on 
the 15th inst., Mr. T. C. Trench moved that the methods of transferring, 
charging, and discharging land, and also the registration of title should 
be made simple and cheap, and suggested compulsory registration of 
title in every case, either of sale or mortgage of the title, the establish- 
ment of local registries, and the completion of the 25in. survey of 
Ireland. The resolution was adopted. 

The Berlin correspondent of the Zimes say that Mr. Montagu Williams 
came to Berlin from London the other day to have his throat again 
examined by Professor Hehn, who some time ago sucessfully performed an 
operation upon it not unlike that to which the Crown Prince in the 
spring was advised by his German surgeons to submit. Mr. Montagu 
Williams came under the apprehension that serious symptons had again 
revealed themselves in his throat, but he has now returned to his duties at 
Woolwich with a reassuring diagnosis from Professor Hahn. 


The Brussels correspondent of the Times says that M. Picard, an 
eminent member of the Brussels bar, proposes to reconstitute the bench 
in Belgium, taking that of England as a model. At present three judges 
are required to form a quorum in a Tribuual of First Instance, five ina 
Court of Appeal, and seven in the Supreme Court, the Court of Cassation. 
Belgium has now 207 judges of the peace, 202 of first instance, 79 of 
appeal, and 17 of the Court of Cassation, besides 84 Crown prosecutors, 
and 26 Attorneys and Solicitors-General. . They are all poorly paid, and 
the salary of even the highest judge, the president of the Court of 
Cassation, is insignificant as com with the earnings of a barrister in 

ractice. M. Picard d that one judge shall transact the 
usiness of a court, which would allow a considerable reduction of the 
number of judges, and that the judges shall be decently paid. 











ee————— 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
NEAVES v. SPOONER—No. 1, 19th December. 
Practice—Costs—Acrtion FouNpDED oN Conrracr—Recovery OF LES3 

THAN £20—Jvurispiction to otve County Court Oosts—Covunty 

Courts Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vicr. c. 142), s,5—R. 8. C., 1883, 

LXV., 1. 

Action in the Sheffield District Registry of the High Court for rent of 
a house held by the defendant of the plaintiff, and for an account of rents 
received by the defendant as agent of the plaintiff. The writ being 
indorsed for an account, an order was at once made for an account, and 
upon taking the account (after giving the defendant credit for payments) £3 
was found to be due from the defendanttothe plaintiff. Thedefendant there- 
uopn, in his defence, paid this sum into court and the plaintiff took it out in 
satisfaction. The plaintiff thereupon applied for costs upon the High 
Court scale. Kekewich, J., made an order giving him costs upon the 
higher scale (Scale B.) of the county court. The Divisional Court 
(Stephen and Charles, JJ.), held that Kekewich, J., had no power to make 
such an order. The case is reported 36 W. R. 62. The plaintiff appealed. 
The contention for tke plaintiff was that the judge had now an absolute 
discretion to make any order for costs; the contention for the defendant 
was that the judge could only make an order under section 5 of the 
County Courts Act, 1867, for costs upon the High Court scale, or give no 
costs at all, 

Tue Court allowed the appeal. Bowen, L.J., said that it was un- 
necessary to decide whether this action for an account was within section 
5 of the County Courts Act, 1867. However that might be, since the 
Judicature Act, 1873, and ord. 65, r. 1, costs of actions in the High Court 
were placed in the discretion of the court or a judge, except in particular 
cases. Therefore, even if the judge had no power before the Judicature 
Act to make this order, he could make it now. He could make no order 
or he could give full costs, or, as an alternative to either of those, he could 
make this half-and-half order. Fry, L.J., concurred. The Judicature 
Act and Rules had incorporated into the second alternative in section 5 
of the County Courts Act, 1867, the power to give costs less than full 
High Court costs. The judge had power to modify the High Court 
scale.—CounseL, Morton Daniel; T. Willes Chitty. Soutcrrors, J. § W. 
Maude, for Gee, Sheffield; Bell, Brodrick, § Gray. 





HIRE PURCHASE FURNISHING CO. (LIM.) v. RICHENS—No. 1, 
19th December. 


Company — Wixpinc vr — Votuntary Liauipation — CARRYING ON 
Bustness—Companigs Acr, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 89), 8, 131. 

In February, 1885, the plaintiff company passed a resolution, which was 
duly filed, for voluntary winding up, and a liquidator was appointed. 
In March, 1885, the company entered into an agreement for the sale of 
certain furniture to the defendant, the price to be paid by instalments. 
Instalments having fallen into arrear, the company brought this action to 
recover them. The defence was that the contract was void under section 
131 of the Companies Act, 1862, as not being for the beneficial winding 
up of the company. No evidence was given at the trial, an admission 
being made that the furniture had been returned to the company, and 
that they were suing for the instalments due before such return. Grant- 
ham, J., gave judgment for the plaintiffs on the authority of Bateman § 
Co. v. Ball (56 L. J. Q. B. 291). The defendant appealed. 

Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., Bowen and Fry, L.JJ.) in dismissing 
the appeal, said that they expressed no opinion as to the defence under 
section 131 of the Companies Act, 1862. Under the circumstances it was 
not necessary to decide the point. It was for the defendant, who relied 
upon the section, to shew that the contract was not for the beneficial 
winding up of the company. The plaintiffs had proved a transaction 
which might be either legal or illegal, and as the law presumed against 
illegality it was for the defendant, who set up illegality as adefence, to 
prove it: Rodwell v. Redge (1 C. & P. 220), and the note thereto. The 
contract here was colourless in its nature—that is, it did not shew on its 
face whether it was for the beneficial winding up ornot. Therefore it lay 
on the defendant to prove that it was not.—CounsgL, R. O. B. Lane; 
B, Francis Williams, Q.C., and W. EZ. Hume Williams. Soxrcrrors, Harvey 
$ Capron; H. R. Newson. 


SOCIETE GENERALE DE PARIS v. DREYFUS BROTHERS—No. 2, 
lith December. 


Practice—Service or Writ ovut or JurtspicTioN—DIscHARGE OF ORDER 
on GrounD THAT NO Cause or ACTION, 


This was an appeal from a decision of Pearson, J., in March, 1885 (29 
Ch. D. 239), allowing service out of the jurisdiction of the writ in an 
action between foreigners relating to a French contract for a joint 
interest in certain guano contracts. The action was brought in the High 
Court to obtain the appointment of a receiver of certain funds in court, 
and an injunction restraining the defendants from obtaining those fun ds. 
Pearson, J., held that the evidence shewed that there was a possibility of 
a good cause of action, and, therefore, in the exercise of his discretion, 

owed service of the writ out of the jurisdiction. Since that decision it 
has been decided by the French courts that the defendants have an un- 
fettered right to receive the proceeds of the guano, subject only to the 
liability to account to the plaintiffs. It was argued for the respondents 
that the order allowing service out of the jurisdiction was a matter of 
course; and that, at any rate, it must depend on the facts before the 
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judge when the service was allowed whether the order was rightly 
made. 

Tue Court (Corron, Linpiey, and Lorgs, L.JJ.) discharged the order 
for service. Corron, L.J., said that it was the duty of the court, in con. 
sidering whether service of a writ out of the jurisdiction ought to be 
allowed, to go into the facts of the case in order to see if there was any 
probable cause of action. In the present case, since the matter was 
before Pearson, J., it had been shewn conclusively that the plaintiffs had 
no cause of action. The question between the parties was one of foreign 
law; that wasa question of fact which had been ascertained by the very 
best evidence—namely, the decision of the highest French tribunal. It 
had been shewn that the plaintiffs had no ground for their action. It 
being now established that at the time when Pearson, J., made his order 
the plaintiffs had no foundation for their action in this country, the 
order must be discharged. lLinptey and Lorgs, L.JJ., concurred, 
—CovunseL, Sir Horace Davey, Q.C., and Ingle Joyce; Rigby. Q.C., 
Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., and Butcher. Soxrcrrors, G. M. Clements; M. Abra- 
hams, Son, § Co. 


Re GEORGE JAMES—No. 2, 19th December. 


Lunatic TrustgE—VEsTING OrpEr—Morreace py Cestvur Que Trust— 
Orver Vestinc Lecat Estate ivy Mortcacee—Trvusree Act, 1859, s. 3. 


In this case a mortgage of real estate had been made by the absolute 
beneficial owner. The legal estate was outstanding in a sole trustee, who 
was a lunatic. This was a petition, under section 3 of the Trustee Act, 
1850, by the mortgagor and the mortgagee, asking for an order vesting 
the legal estate in the mortgagee, without the appointment of any new 
trustee. 

Tue Court (Corton, Linpuiey, and Lorgs, L.JJ.), after some hesitation, 
made the order.—Cevunse, E. Ford. Souscrror, 7. B. Sproston. 


TUCKER v. BENNETTI—No. 2, 17th December. 


Marriace SetrLeEMENT—RECTIFICATION—TRUSTS OF AFTER-ACQUIRED 
Property or Wire—AGENcy or FATHER ror DAUGHTER. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. (34 Ch. D. 754). 
The action was brought by a wife for the rectification of her marnage 
settlement. The settlement was executed in 1871, the plaintiff being then 
twenty-two years of age. She had been residing with her father. The 
settlement was prepared by her brother, who was a solicitor. The prop- 
erty settled consisted of a sum of Consols, given by the wife’s father, and 
some railway stock, contributed by the husband. The terms were fully 
discussed between the father and the brother, and the settlement was 
assented to by the husband’s solicitor. The wife knew nothing about the 

rovisions of the settlement until 1885, in which year the action was 

rought. The Consols were limited on trust to pay the income to the 
wife during the life of the husband, and after the death of either of them 
to the survivor for his or her life, and after the death of the survivor in 
trust for the children of the marriage as the husband and wife should 
jointly appoint by deed, or as the survivor of them should by will ap- 
point, and, in default of appointment, for the children equally. In 
default of children, the Consols were, after the death of the survivor of 
husband and wife, to be held in trust for such persons as the wife should 
by will appoint, and, in default of appointment, if she should survive the 
busband, in trust for her, her executors and administrators; but, 
if the husband should survive her, in trust for her statutory next 
of kin, as if she had died intestate and without having been married. 
There was an agreement for the settlement of after-acquired property 
of the wife, upon the trusts thereinbefore declared of the Consols, 
save and except that the trustees should, during the life of the 
wife, pay the income as she should, but not by way of anticipation, 
appoint, and, in default of appointment, to her for her separate use ; 
and after her death should stand possessed thereof in trust for the issue 
of the marriage as therein mentioned, and, in default of issue, in trust for 
the statutory nextjof kin of the wife, as if she had died intestate and 
without having been married. The father died in 1878, having, by his 
will, given benefits to the wife. There were no issue of the marriage. 
The plaintiff claimed to have the settlement rectified by the insertion of 
a general power of appointment by her by will of her after-acquired 
property, in default of issue of the marriage, with an absolute trust of 
that property for her in the event of her surviving her husband. Keke- 
wich, J., held that the plaintiff was entitled to have the settlement 
rectified in accordance with her claim. He was of opinion that the 
settlement was unusual in form ; that the father could not be regarded as 
the natural agent of the daughter in making the settlement, but that the 
daughter ought to have had independent advice. 

Tue Covrr (Corron, L J., Sir J. Hannen, and Lorzs, L.J.) reversed the 
decision. Corron, L.J., said that Kekewich, J., considered that it lay on 
those who sought to maintain the settlement of the after-acquired prop- 
erty to support it. In his lordship’s opinion the onus was on those who 
sought to impeach it. Undoubtedly it lay on a father, in a dealing be- 
tween himself and his daughter under which he derived a benefit from 
her, to shew that she had had separate advice. This doctrine did not 
apply to the case of a marriage settlement. The father was the proper 
person to advise his daughter as to the making of the settlement. The 
father was settling £1,000, the daughter was bringing in nothing imme- 
diately, and the after-acquired property contemplated was property which 
it was supposed would come from the father. In such a case it was not 
unreasonable that provision should be made that, in the event of there 
being no children of the marriage, that sum should revert to her family. 
Sir J. Hannen saw no reason to differ from the view of Kekewich, J. 
Lerzs, L.J., agreed with Cotton, LJ. The daughter was living, pre- 
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viously to her marriage, on terms of the greatest confidence with her 
father, and was in the habit of discussing matters of business with him. 
Her father was the natural person to act on her behalf, and in such a case 
he did not think it necessary that any other solicitor than the family 
solicitor should be employed on her behalf. On the evidence he was 
satisfied that the daughter, understanding the matter, expressly left her 
interest in the hands of her father, and that it was explained to her that, 
in the event of there being no children, she would have no power over 
the property, which would go back to her own family.—Counsgt, B. B. 
Rogers ; Eve ; Warmington, Q.C., and Charles Mitchell, Soxtcrrors, Bolton, 
Robbins, Busk, ¢ Co.; Bolton § Mote. 





HIGH COURT.—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
GOLDRING v. LANCASTER—Kay, J., 17th December. 


PracTti1cE—ADMINISTRATION—UseELEss Action—DeLtay—Costs—R. 8S. C., 
1883, LXV., 1, 11. 

In an administration action, brought in 1882 by a person whose only 
interest in the estate consisted of a share in the residue purchased by him 
for £55, judgment had been pronounced for administration, and accounts 
and inquiries had been ordered, and it now appeared by the chief clerk’s 
certificate that no benefit had resulted to the estate from the action. 

Kay, J., said that the action had been useless and vexatious, and the 
plaintiff must pay all the costs of it since the date when ord. 65, r. 1, 
came into operation. The previous costs would be taxed in the usual way, 
and the taxing master would consider, under ord. 65, r. 11, whether they 
had been increased by the delay which had taken place.—Counsgt, Renshaw, 
Q.C., and Stewart Colquhoun; S. B. L. Druce. Soxicrtors, Montague Scott 
& Baker ; Torr, Janeways, § Co., for John Teale, Leyburn. 


BROOKING v. SKEWIS—Kay, J., 17th December. 


Practice Mortcace—ForecLosurE—MortGacer In Possesston—Oiamm 
ror Payment or Mortcace Dent—Acrtion or Summons—Oosts—R. 8.C, 
1883, LV., 5a. 

This case came on, as a short cause, on motion for judgment in a fore- 
closure action, according to minutes which had been prepared, and by 
which it was provided that the plaintiff, a mortgagee in possession, should 
have judgment for principal, interest, and costs; payment thereof, or, in 
default, foreclosure. 

Kay, J., said that he could not make an order for payment as there 
was no evidence as to what the mortgagee might have received but for his 
wilful default. He could only order an account as to that. In other 
respects the order would follow the minutes. 

hereupon counsel for the defendant argued that the plaintiff must be 
taken to have abandoned the claim for payment, and that he ought, there- 
fore, only to have such costs as would have been incurred had be proceeded 
by originating summons. 

Kay, J., said that the claim was not abandoned but refused, and that 
the order he had indicated was the one he thought right.—CovunseL, 
Micklem; Chester. Soxtctrors, W. Sturt; Pattison, Wigg, § King, for 
Nicholls § Bligh# Plymouth. 


ANDREWS »v. BARNES—Kay, J., 19th December. 


Practice—Soriciton AND Cuiient Costs—Action DismissEp—DEreNDANTS 
TrusTees oF SMALL Funp. 


This action was brought by a vicar and churchwardens to recover from 
the members of a local committee a sum of £164 2s. 3d., which had been 
handed over to them for the erection of a parish-room orvestry. Kay, J., 
dismissed the action, characterizing it as one of the most idle proceedings 
that had ever been brought before the court, and adding that he was de- 
termined that no part of the costs of the litigation should ba thrown on 
this small fund. The defendants’ counsel asked that the plaintiffs should 
pay the costs as between solicitor and client, and ci Edenborough v. 
Archbishop of Canterbury (2 Russ. 93), Attorney-General v. Cuming (2 Y. & 
O. C. 139), and Turner v. Collins (12 Eq. 438). 

Kay, J., said he thought it was the duty of the court to protect the 
fund, as there was jurisdiction to do so. If solicitor and client costs were 
not given the defendants might have to retain their extra costs out of the 
fund, which might thus be exhausted. He therefore ordered the plaintiffs 
to pay the defendants’ costs as between solicitor and client.—CounsgL, 
Renshaw, QC., and Swinfen Eady; Marten, Q.C., and Worthington. 
Soxictrors, 7. Biair ; G. M. Jameson. 

[Norze.—The decree in Zurner v. Collins was varied, on appeal, by 
Hatherley, L.C. (7 Ch. 329), and the order as to costs (repor 12 Eq. 
438), which was cited supra, was varied also. In the report of this case 
on appeal, in 20 W. R. 305, Lord Hatherley, in dealing with the question 
of costs, is reported to have said thut the cases were exceedingly rare 
where trustees’ costs had been paid as between solicitor and client—some- 
what in penam. He confessed it was new to him, and he was —— 
when the authorities were cited—viz., Edenborough v. Archbishop of Canter- 
bury and Attorney-General v. Cuming; and he allowed the trustees their 
costs as between party and party only, they being entitled to retain the 
difference out of the trust fund. ] 


BARR v. HARDING—Kay, J., 17th December. 


Practice—MortcacE—Forectosurg—ActTion or Summons—Costs— 
R. 8. C., 1883, LV., 5a. 


Motion in a foreclosure action for judgment in default of appearance by 
the defendant, who was the trustee in bankruptcy of the mortgagor. The 
minutes asked for an account, payment, or foreclosure, and it was argued 





———— ee 


that an action was necessary, as the plaintiff wished for and obtained the 
appointment of a receiver, and the facts were very complicated. 

Ay, J., made the order, but gave the plaintiff only such costs as he 
would have been entitled to if he had proceeded by originating summons.— 
— Geare. Soxtcrrors, Geare, Son, § Pease, for William Forward, 

minster. 


Re STAFFORD'S CHARITY—Chitty, J., 17th December. 


Practice—Costs—Prtition ror Inrerm InvestmENtT—LAnps OLavses 
Act, 1845—R. 8. C., 1883, LV., 2 (7). 

This was a petition for interim investment of the purchase-money of 
lands belonging to a charity taken by the Metropolitan Board of Works. 
It appeared that the scheme for the regulation of the charity contained 
provisions that the lands of the charity should be vested in the official 
trustee of charity lands and his successors, in trust for the charity, and that 
all stock, &c , should be transferred and vested in the official trustee of 
charitable funds, 7 whom tke dividends and interest were from time to 
time to be paid 'to the local trustees. The conveyance had not yet been 
executed. The petition hai been served on the official trustees of official 
lands and charity funds. 

Curry, J., said that the petition had been rightly served on the official 
trustees and that the petitioners were justified in proceeding by petition 
instead of by summons.—Covuncit, Romer, Q.C., and G. Henderson ; E. Geare. 
Soricitors, R. Furber ; Solicitor to the Metropolitan Board of Works. 


Re DAVIS—North, J., 13th December. 


Norice or Morton ror ATracHMeNnt—PersonaL Service—SvunsrirvTep 
Service—R, S. ©., 1883, XLIV., 2. 


This was an application for leave to effect substituted service on James 
Davis of a notice of motion for liberty to issue a writ of attachment 
against him for his contempt in not paying to the applicants the balance 
of the moneys in his hands found to be due from him to one Carter. The 
applicants were judgment creditors of Carter, and had obtained a 
garnishee order, attaching debts due from Davis to Carter. Davis had 
been a solicitor, and Carter had been his client. An order for taxation was 
made, and the taxing master certified that a balance was due from Davis 
to Carter. An order was then made that Davis should pay this balance to 
the applicants, and he failed to obey the order. The applicants desired to 
obtain an attachment against him, and had endeavoured unsuccessfully to 
serve him with notice of the motion, both at his private residenve and 
at the office of 4 newspaper of which he was the proprietor. This ap- 
plication was then made for leave to effect substituted service of the notice 
of motion upon Davis, by serving it at the office of the newspaper, and by 
sending by post a registered letter, containing a copy of the notice of 
motion, and of the affidavits in support of it which were mentioned in 
the notice, addressed to Davis at his private residence. 

Nortu, J., gave leave to effect substituted service in the way asked. 
But he said that the application was unnecessary, because such a notice of 
motion need not be served personally. The order must, therefore, ex- 
pressly provide that the applicants should not have any cos‘s of the 
application against Davis.—CovunseL, H. TZerrell. Soxicrrors, Hancock § 
Marrable. 

[As to the necessity of personal service of a notice of motion for attach- 
ment, there seems to have been some difference of opinion.—See Howarth 
v. Howarth (11 P. D. 95); Mann v. Perry (50 L. J. Ch. 251).] 


Re UNION FINANCE CO. (LIM.)—North, J., 17th December. 


Company—Repvuction or Caprrat—ConrirmMaTion sy Court—*' Caprran 
UNREPRESENTED BY AVAILABLE ASssETs’?—ADVERTISEMENTS— COMPANIES 
Act, 1867, ss. 9—15—Companigs Act, 1877, ss. 3, 4—GuenznaL OnpEr 
or 21st Marca, 1868, rr. 2—20. 


This was a petition for the confirmation by the court of a special resolu- 
tion for the reduction of the capital of the company. The ground for the 
proposed reduction was, that capital of the company to the extent of 
£11,412 had been lost, or was unrepresented by available assets. The 
resolution provided for the reduction of the nominal value of all the 
shares, issued and unissued, by the amount of £2 5s. per share. Thesum of 
£2 5s. per share upon the number of the issued shares amounted to £11,412. 
It was not proposed to diminish the liability upon those shares, or to 
make any return of capital to the shareholders. Upon an application by 
the company North, J., dispensed with the advertisement of the petition, 
and with the use of the words ‘‘ and reduced ’’ as part of the name of the 
company until the hearing of the petition. On the hearing of the petition 
an affidavit by the chairman of the company was read, echoing the state- 
ments of the petition. He stated also that the company had invested some 
money upon securities of doubtful value, among which were some debenture 
stock of a dock company, which had since been discovered to have been 
invalidly issued, and some house property which had become much — 
ciated in value. In the winding up of the dock company the company 
been admitted to prove only as fa. ert creditors for the amount of the 
loan. It was contended that the expression ‘‘ capital unrepresented by 
available aseets’’ in the Act of 1877 refers to assets not immediately avail- 
able. 

Nortu, J., suggested that, if that were the true construction, a com- 
pany would be able to reduce its capital whenever one of its debtors said 
that he could not pay his debt at once, but would do so in three months’ 
time. His lordship was of opinion that the creditors of the company 
might have an interest in the matter, and that the usual advertisements 
for creditors must be issued. The hearing must be adjourned till after 
the certificate of debts had been made, and meanwhile the company must 
use the words “‘ and reduced” as part of their name.—CounssBL, Cozens- 
Hardy, Q.0., and Yate Lee. Souscrtors, Ley, Lake, § Ley. 
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Re MILLS’ TRUSTS—North, J., 20th December. 

Trust Estars—Dxrvoitvtion—Corynotps—Deatu or Sore TrvustEz— 
Dgatu or TrusTRE BETWEEN 31st or Dsgcemper, 1881, anv 16TH or 
Serremper, 1887—Conveyancinc Act, 1881, s. 30—Corynotp Act, 
1887, 8. 45. 

In this case a question arose as to the effect of section 45 of the Copy- 
hold Act, 1887, upon the operation of section 30 of the Conveyancing Act, 
1881. Sub-section 1 of section 30 of the Conveyancing Act provides that, 
whers an estate of inheritance in any tenements or hereditaments is vested 
on any trust, or by way of mortgage, in any person solely, the same shall 
on his death, notwithstanding any testamentary disposition, devolve to 


and become vested in his personal representatives from time to time, in | 
Jike manner as if the same were a chattel real vesting in them or him. | 


Sub-section 3 provides that the section shall apply only in cases of death 
after the commencement of the Act. Section 1 provides that the Act shall 
commence and take effect from and immediately after the 3lst of Decem- 
ber, 1881. Section 45 of the Copyhold Act, 1887, which was passed and 
came into operation on the 16th of September, 1887, provides that section 
30 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, ‘shall not apply to land of copyhold 
or customary tenure vested in the tenant on the court rolls of any manor 
upon apy trust or by way of mortgage.’’ In the present case a sole 
surviving trustee of copyholds, who had been admitted tenant on the 


court rolls, died in 1884. Prior to the passing of the Copyhold Act, 1887, | 


his executors had made no attempt to deal with the property. The 
question was whether the copyhold was now vested in the executors of the 
deceased trustee or in his customary heir. 

Nortn, J., held that the estate was vested in the heir. He was of 
opinion, as regarded everything which took place between the commence- 
ment of the Act of 1881 and the passing of the Act of 1887, the earlier 
Act applied. If the executors of the deceased trustee had dealt with the 
property before the Act of 1887 was passed, they could have made a good 
title to it. But upon the — of that Act section 30 of the Act of 
1881 ceased to have any application to copyholds, and the executors had 
no power to deal with the property; but the estate devolved upon, and 
could be disposed of by, the persons on whom it would have devolved in 
case the Act of 1881 had never been passed.—Covnset, Levett. Soxicrrors, 
Ashby § Compton. 


Re LLEWELLIN, LLEWELLIN v. WILLIAMS—Stirling, J., 9th and 
15th December. 
Setrtep Lanp Act, 1882—Tenanr ror Lire—DirrerENcE BETWEEN 
Party AnD Party AND SoLiciTor AND CirentT Costs—Sa.e or Timuer. 


The applicant in this case was tenant for life under the will of the Rev. 
Henry Llewellin, who died in 1836. The trustees of the will had a power 
of sale, with consent of the tenant for life, and the tenant for life was 
impeachable for waste. In 1881 the trustees and the tenant for life 
being about to exercise the power of sale over certain freeholds subject to 
the trusts of the will, an action was commenced to restrain them from so 
doing, which was dismissed, with costs (Thomas v. Williams, 31 W. R. 
943, 24 Ch. D. 558). In that action the tenant for life obtained his costs 
as between party and party. Prior to the hearing the Settled Land Act 
came into operation. After the action was dismissed, the property in 
question was sold under the powers of the Settled Land Act in conjunc- 
tion with the power in the will. The purchase-money was £18,000, and 
the purchaser further, under one of the conditions of sale, purchased the 
timber at a valuation of £1,404 12s. The tenant for life now claimed out 
ofthe purchase-money the difference between hia party and party and solicitor 
and client costs of the action of Thomas v. Williams, on the ground that the 
Settled Land Act constituted him a trustee; and he also claimed 
£787 18s. 8d. out of the purchase-money of the timber, as representing 
timber which had at the time of the sale begun to decay, and one-fourth 
of the residue of such purchase-money under section 35 of the Settled 
Land Act, 1882. 

Srix1inG, J., said that the applicant was entitled to the costs which he 
claimed. Section 21, sub-section 10, of the Settled Land Act, 1882, allowed 
capital money to be applied in payment of costs, charges, and expenses of, 
and incidental to, the exercise of his powers under the Act. Those words 
were wide enough to include the costsin question. The claim with regard 
to the timber failed. The trees were part of the inheritance, and there 
was not a separate sale of them apart from the sale of the land. The price 
of the timber was in addition to the price of the land, and must be treated 
as capital money under section 21 of the Settled Land Act, 1882. Under sub- 
section 9 of that section capital money might be paid to a person absolutely 
entitled. The tenant for life was not so entitled. So long as trees re- 
mained fixed to the soil, even though dead, they remained part of the 
inheritance, Doran v. Wiltshire (3 Swanst. 699) shewed what was the 

ition of a tenant for life impeachable for waste selling under a power. 

at position was precisely that which the present applicant filled.— 
CounsEL, Pearson, Q.C., Mulligan, and Gurdon; Hastings, QO., and C. 
James; B. B. Rogers. Soxricrrors, James Neal; H. A. Stephens, for 
Francis James, Swansea ; Ridsdale & Son, for Grover §& Grover, Cardiff. 





HIGH COURT.—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 

LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING CO, (LIM) AND OTHERS v. 
LONDON AND RIVER PLATE BANK (LIM.)—Q. B. Div. 
(Manisty, J.), 12th December. 

Bona Fivg Hotprr ror Vatur—Sroren Securities Reriacep in Posszs- 
ston OF OwNER—Secvunrities Sunstitutrep ror STOLEN SgecuritT1g8s—RIGHT 
TO DisarrinM FRAvDULENT TRANSACTION. 


This was the further consideration of an action which, at the original 


hearing, had been sent to a referee for the ae of finding the facts. 
The action was brought by the London and County Bank, Robert Henry 
Capps, and John Record, to recover from the defendant bank a number of 
securities, consisting of £9,000 Egyptian Unified Bonds, £2.000 Egyptian 
Preference Bonds, 300 Pennsylvania Railway Sheres, and £2,400 New 
South Wales Bonds. The facts were as follows:—In the year 1883 the 
secretary of the defendart company, one Warden, entered into a conspiracy 
with a man named Watters, who was engaged in speculative transactions on 
the Stock Exchange, in pursuance of which Warden from time to time stole 
a large number of securities from the defendant bank and handed them to 
Watters for the purpose of assisting him in carrying on such transactions, 
The securities thus abstracted were at various intervals returned to the 
bank, either for the purpose of cutting off coupons or for the purposes of 
audit; and when that object had been attained they were again with- 
| drawn by Warden and handed once more to Watters. Some time before 
| the 1st of October, 1883, Watters deposited with the plaintiff Capps, who 
was a stockbroker, some of the securities so stolen. This was done in the 
ordinary way of business, Capps being entirely innocent of any fraud. 
| Among the securities so stolen and so deposited with Capps were the 
Egyptian Unified Bonds and the New South Wales Bonds which were 
claimed in this action. The other securities claimed in this action ~viz., 
the Egyptian Preference Bonds and the Pennsylvania Railway Shares— 
were not sostolen or so deposited with Capps, but they had been substi- 
tuted for similar securities of the same character, but bearing different 
| numbers, which were so stolen and so deposited with Capps. Some of the 
securities so deposited with Capps were deposited by him with the London 
and Westminster Bank, and the rest were deposited by the plaintiff Record, 
who was Capps’ manager, with the London and County Bank. On the 
lst of October, 1883, it being necessary that all the stolen securities should 
be replaced at the bank for audit, Watters wrote to Capps, inclosing a 
cheque for £13,000, and asking that the securities which had been 
deposited with him might be returned that day. Thereupon Capps and 
Record drew cheques on the London and Westminster and London and 
County Banks, in exchange for which all the securities, the subject of this 
action, were given up and came into the possession of Capps. On the same 
day Capps handed them to Watters, and Watters gave them to Warden, 
who placed them among the securities at the bank ready to be shewn to the 
auditors. Watters, however, failed to redeem some of the stolen securities, 
and the result was that Warden’s fraud on the bank was discovered. 
Watters’ cheque for £13,000 was dishonoured, but in the course of the 
next few days he paid Capps in cash or by cheque sums amounting to 
about £2,500. Warden and Watters were indicted for stealing and receiv- 
ing securities, and were convicted. The defendant bank retaining all the 
securities replaced and substituted by Warden, this action was brought. 


| Manisry, J., after going through the facts, and observing that virtually 
| Capps was the sole plaintiff, said that the chief question was whether the 
| defendant bank were fond jide holders for value. But first it would be 
| better to consider the question whether the securities handed by 
Capps to Watters on the Ist of October were obtained from Capps by 
fraud. No doubt, as regards the defendants, Watiers was dealing fraudu- 
lently ; but the point was whether the securities were obtained by fraud 
on the part of Watters as against Capps. It had been found as a fact by 
the referee that Watters intended that his cheque should be honoured. 
It was certain that it must have been so, as it was to his clear interest that 
the cheque should not be dishonoured. He came to the conclusion that 
the securities were not obtained from Capps by fraud. That being so, 
were the defendants dond jide holders for value? As regards the identical 
bonds which were stolen, they had been stolen without the knowledge of 
the defendants, and then they had come back into their possession. If 
they had not been returned the defendants could have sued for 
them; but, having got them back, any claim they had in respect 
of them was cancelled. That was a good consideration, and they 
were clearly bond fide holders for value. The same observation applied, 
though not, perhaps, with the same force, to the substituted securi- 
ties. Next, assuming that the securities had been obtained from 
Capps by fraud—though not stolen—it was clear law that ‘‘ where a 
vendee obtains possession of a chattel with the intention of the vendor to 
transfer both the property and possession, although the vendee has com- 
mitted a false and fraudulent representation in order to effect the contract 
or obtain the possession, the property vests in the vendee until the vendor 
has done some act to disaffirm the transaction; and, consequently, if 
before the disaffirmance, the vendee has transferred either the whole or a 
partial interest in the chattel to an innocent transferee, the title of such 
transferee is good against the vendor”: Kingsford v. Merry (4 W. R 253, 
11 Ex. 577). Now, could Capps have disaffirmed in this case? It 
must be remembered that he accepted certain sums from Watters, and it 
must be taken that he accepted them against the very cheque which had 
been dishonoured. And it was settled law that there could be no rescission 
of a contract unless it were in toto: Clarke v. Dickson (E. B. & E. 148). 
Therefore, there was an insuperable difficulty in his way as regards dis- 
affirmance; and this applied to all the securities, negotiable and un- 
negotiable. Next, even assuming that Capps could have disaffirmed the 
transaction as against Watters, still, the securities having found their way 
back to their original owners, they were entitled to retain possession of 
them, not only those that were negotiable, but also the Pennsylvania 
shares, which his lordship examined carefully and held not to be 
negotiable. Lastly, in case he was wrong as to the Pennsylvania bonds, 
on the ground that they were not the identical bonds stolen, he thought it 
fair, inasmuch as the defendants would then have a similar claim against 
Capps in respect of the bonds which were stolen, that a counter-claim 
should be added in order to prevent the expense of another action. The 
defendants were entitled to judgment.—Covunset, Sir H. Davey, Q.C., 
Finlay, Q.C., and C, K. Francis; Sir R. EB. Webster, A.G., Reid, Q.C., and 
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Abrahams. Soxtcrtors, Harries, Wilkinson, § Raikes ; Michael Abrahams, 
Son, $ Co. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
BIDDER v. BRIDGES—C. A. No. 2, December 20. 


Costs—TaxATION—INTEREST ON Costs—OmissIon TO FILE TAXING MAsTERs’ 
CrrtiricatgE—AccorD AND SATISFACTION. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Stirling, J. The action was, 
on the 27th of October, 1885, dismissed with costs by Kay, J., whose 
judgment was afterwards affirmed by the Court of Appeal. The costs 
were taxed, and the certificates of the taxing master were given in May, 
1887. The plaintiff's solicitors, Messrs. Rooke & Sons, then wrote to Mr. 
Russ, the solicitor for Davis, one of the defendants, that they wished to 
settle his costs, and asking him not to put the plaintiff to the expense of 
filing the certificates. A clerk of Mr. Russ accordingly went to Messrs. 
Rooke’s offices, taking with him the certificates, which had not been filed. 
Mr. Rooke then asked him not to file them, but to allow the charge for so 
doing, and for taking office copies, to be deducted from the amount of the 
costs payable under the judgment. This was assented to, and the sum of 
£1 was allowed, and Mr. Rooke then handed to the clerk a cheque for 
£609 5s. 2d., the amount of the certified costs less £1. It was afterwar ds 
discovered that this amount did not include interest on the costs from the 
date of the judgments. A correspondence took place, and ultimately Mr. 
Russ demanded that the certificates should be returned to him for the 
purpose of filing them and proceeding to issue execution for the interest 
upon the costs. This was refused, and the defendant Davis moved for an 
order directing the plaintiff to attend before the proper officer, to pro- 
duce to such officer the certificates, for the purpose of enabling the 
defendant Davis to issue a writ of execution for the interest on the costs 
thereby certified to be due, calculated from the date of the judgments of 
Kay, J., and the Court of Appeal. Stirling, J., would not say that the 
court would not have jurisdiction to make the order asked for in a proper 
case. But he held that Davis had accepted the cheque of a third party— 
the solicitor of the plaintiff—in satisfaction of the debt due to him from 
the plaintiff, and that cheque had been honoured, The defendant could 
not, therefore, now claim the interest. 

Tue Court (Corron, Linpuey, and Lorss, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision.— 
CounseL, H. Terrell; R. M. Bray. Soutcrrors, Arnold Williams § Co. ; 
Rooke ¢ Sons. 


Re HUTCHINGS, Re SANDARS, VEALE v. WILLCOCKS—Stirling, J., 
16th December. 


Soticrrok—MIsAPPROPRIATION—BANKRUPTCY—ORDER FOR AN ACCOUNT. 


This was an application to strike Arthur Brickwood Hutchings, a solici- 
tor, of Devonport, off the rolls for misappropriation of moneys. It was 
admitted that there was a balance due from him tothe applicants, who 
were the trustees of the will of the late Edward Sandars, of £2,084 10s. 
Since the commencement of the proceedings Hutchings had been com- 
mitted for trial on two charges of fraud (ante, p. 97), and a receiving order 
in bankruptcy had been made against him. A preliminary objection was 
taken that copies of the exhibits had not been served on the respondent 
with the notice of motion in accordance with ord. 52, r. 4. 

SriruinG, J., overruled the objection. The rule did not expressly refer 
to exhibits, but his lordship did not say that they ought not to have been 
served with the affidavite. The respondent had, however, seen the exhibits, 
and had dealt with them all in his affidavits in reply. Upon the merits of 
this case, his lordship said that the fact that the respondent had become 
bankrupt since the institution of the proceedings was no answer to the 
present application. Re Wray (36 W. R. 67, 36 Ch. D. 138) shewed that 
section 9, sub-section (1), of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, did not apply to 
proceedings pending at the time the receiving order was made. Section 
10 no doubt gave the court a discretion. His lordship, however, did not 
think that this was a case in which he ought to decline to make an order, 
but he would not at once strike the defendant off the rolls. He thought 
justice would be done by directing an account of sums received by the 
respondent on behalf of the applicants, and the manner in which he had 
dealt with them.—Covunsget, Hastings, Q.C., and Elgood; Vernon R. Smith. 
Sortcirors, Gush & Co., for James Vaughan, Devonport; Law § Worssam. 


Re FASSETT, WELLS v. DEARLE—No. 2, 20th December. 


Costs—TaxaTIoN—CERTIFICATE—ORDER FOR ATTACHMENT PENDING 
Summons To vaARY CERTIFICATE. 


This was an appeal from an order of Charles, J., acting as Vacation 
Judge (31 Soxrcrrors’ Journat, 797). The plaintiff applied for leave to 
issue a writ of attachment against the defendant (a solicitor) for his 
non-payment of a balance certified by the taxing master to be due from him, 
after deducting certain costs due to him. Part of the costs claimed by the 
defendant had been disallowed by the taxing master, and the defendant 
intended to take out a summons to vary the taxing master’s certificate. It 
was contended on behalf of the defendant that, pending the summons to 
vary, an attachment ought not to be issued. Charles, J., gave leave to 
issue the writ, but directed that it should lie in the office for a fortnight. 

Tue Court (Corron, Linpiey, and Lorss, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision.— 
CounsgL, A, A. Terrell; A. Beddali. Souscrrors, J. G. Dearle ; B. Burton. 


Re A SOLICITOR, Ex parte HOPKINS—Q. B. Div. (Field, J., in 
chambers), 13th December. 


AppLicaTion ror Banxavrt Soxicrror To DELIVER Brix or Costs. 
This was a client’s application by summons for a solicitor to deliver a 





bill of costs and cash account. The application was dismissed by the 
master on the solicitor’s statement, that ee had been adjudged bankrupt, 
and a trustee appointed on the 16th of December. On appeal, Field, J., 
reversed the master’s decision, and allowed the Piste with costs.— 
Soricrrors ror Appiicant, Emanuel § Co. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
BARRISTERS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The annual general mecting of this association was held on the 15th 
inst. in the Middle Temple Hall. Sir Henry James, Q.O., M.P., pre- 
sided, and there was a good attendance. Among those present were Lord 
Esher, Mr. Baron Huddleston, Mr. Justice Manisty, Mr. Justice Mathew, 
Mr. Justice Day, Mr. Justice A. L. Smith, Mr. Justice Wills, Mr. Justice 
Grantham, Mr. Justice Kekewich, the Attorney-General, the Solicitor- 
General, and Sir Horace Davey. 

Mr. Macrory read the annual report, which stated that the donations 
and annual subscriptions received during the year 1886, exclusive of a 
legacy of £500, were £1,738 1s. 6d., as against £1,555 9s. 6d. in 1885, being 
an increase of about 11} per cent. Several members increased their annual 
subscriptions, and 25 new members joined the association during the 
year. Sixty-six applications for assistance were during the year made to 
the committee ; of these 48 only were granted. The funds at the disposal 
of the committee would not justify them in making further grants beyond 
the amount of £1,841 17s. which they voted. The funds of the association 
at the close of the year (December 31, 1886) consisted of £8,684 1s. 3d. 
During the fourteen years of its existence the association has afforded 
assistance to 194 applicants, of whom 86 were members of the bar or their 
wives, and 108 were widows and children. The sums granted have 
amounted to £17,839 1s. 4d., of which about £6,680 was granted to mem- 
bers of the bar or their wives, and £11,159 to or for the benefit of widows 
and children, to whom substantial aid in the form of relief and education 
has been afforded. 

Tue Cuarrman congratulated the members of the association on the 
satisfactory character of the report. Since the foundation of the associa- 
tion, fourteen years ago, a sum of £18,000 had been distributed after the 
most careful inquiry in every case, and in a manner that brought relief 
without humiliation. Before this association was started, subscriptions 
were often raised for some member of the profession who was in dire 
distress, but such subscriptions could only be obtained by making known 
the necessities of the case, which involved great pain to those on whose 
behalf the subscription was made. That circumstance of publicity was 
entirely avoided by this association. A reserve of nearly £9,000 was now 
accumulated, and this, he thought, ought not to be husbanded for the 
future, but should be devoted to the relief of necessitous cases as they 
from time to time arose. 

Mr. O. Hatt, Q.C., M.P., seconded the motion for the adoption of the 
report. 

The executive committee and auditors having been elected, a cordial vote 
of thanks, proposed by the Arrorney-GeneraL, and seconded by Lord 
Esuer, was accorded to Sir H. James for his active exertions on behalf of 
the association since its foundation, and for presiding on that occasion. 





LEEDS LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee of this 
society :— 

Members.—The present number of members of the society is 103, and of 
subscribers to the library 10. 

Eligibility for membership of solicitors acting as clerks to other solicitors.— 
Extraordinary meetings of the society for the election of members were 
held on the 7th of February and on the 26th of March. On the latter 
occasion 4 question arose as to the eligibility of solicitors acting as clerks 
to other solicitors for membership of the society, under the eighth article 
of association. The committee considered that the matter being one of 
the construction of an article of association, it was their duty to determine 
it in the first instance. The point had not previously arisen in our own 
society, but ing was made of other provincial law societies whose 
articles are substantially the same as our own, to ascertain in what way it 
was viewed by them. It was found that in Liverpool, Birmingham, 
Bristol, and Newcastle, solicitors, whether clerks to other solicitors or not, 
were deemed eligible; whilst in Manchester they were not deemed eligible. 
The committee accordingly resolved that, in their opinion, solicitors who 
are clerks to other solicitors taking out their certificates, and practising 
within the borough of Leeds, or within four miles thereof, are eligible as 
members of the society. This opinion was laid before the extraordinary 
meeting held on the 26th of March, with the result that the candidates 
proposed for election at that meeting, and who fell within the definition 
in the resolution referred to, were duly elected members. 

Land Transfer Bill—The Lord Chancellor’s Bill to simplify titles, and 
facilitate the transfer of land in England, received, as it required, the most 
careful and continuous attention of the committee. The Bill provided in 
Part I. for the creation of land transfer districts, and for the establishment 
in those districts of local offices and a local register. Part II. aimed at 
making registration universal and pepe ren f Power was teken to 
declare by Order in Council, as - <p any land transfer district, that, on 
and after a day to be specified in the order, registration of a transfer of 
land in that district was to be compulsory. Part III. extended and 
adapted the Land Transfer Act, 1875, to the system pro’ to be 
established, and to the changes in the law effected by the ptcy 
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Act, 1883, and the Married Woman’s Property Act, 1882. Part IV. pro- 
posed several important changes in re tg cage 4 law, preventing the 
creation of future estates tail, causing realty to devolve on intestacy as 
personalty, and introducing other simplifications and amendments. The 
view of this Bill taken by the committee was that the changes in the law 
intended to be effected by Part IV. of the Bill would be on the whole 
beneficial, and deserved support ; but that the compulsory registration of 
titles ought to be resisted, as being alike unnecessary and unjust to the 
owners of land. They were also of opinion that, having regard to the great 
improvements in conveyancing and in the law of property effected since 
the year 1875, the alterations of the law suggested by Part IV. (and 
which might possibly be extended in other directions) would do all that was 
necessary to make the law and practice of conveyancing cheap and satis- 
factory. A meeting was held of the Associated Provincial Law Societies in 
London, on the 12th of May, at which the president and the late Mr. 
Middleton attended on behalf of the society, and enforced the views of 
your society. The great bulk of professional opinion is in opposition to 
compulsory registration. Not only the London ;rofession, as repre- 
sented by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society, but, with 
scarcely an exception, the whole of the provincial law societies, 
as represented by their own association, take that view, and the Lord 
Chancellor wus strongly urged to modify his Bill in that respect. 
The Bill wil] be introduced early in the next session, in all probability 
substantially in the same form as that in which it was originally framed, 
and it will be a matter of importance to endeavour to get the compulsory 
clauses struck out or modified in the progress of the Bill through Parlia- 
ment. Whilst the Land Transfer Bill was under consideration, a sugges- 
tion was made to your society by the Huddersfield Law Society that they 
should call a meeting of the Yorkshire law societies to consider the 
matter. It will be remembered that in the years 1884-5, when the 
Yorkshire Registries’ Bill was before Parliament, the various law societies 





within the county of York held a conference in Leeds, on the invitation of 
your own society. The committee, however, did not think the two cases 
quite similar, whilst it seemed inexpedient, on other grounds, to comply 
with the request of the Huddersfield Society. The Land Transfer Bill, 
although it incidentally involved the dissolution of the Yorkshire registries, 
was a Bill affecting the country and the profession atlarge. Your commit- 
tee considered that such a Bill would be best dealt with by the organiza- 
tions representing the whole profession both in London and in the pro- 
vinces, and that it would be inconvenient for the law societies of a particular 
county to act independently for a limited purpose, especially as any 

ints intended to be urged could be as effectively urged by the in- 

ividual societies who wished to do so. 

Unqualified Practitioners.—The attention of the committee was called by 
a member to the practice of persons, not solicitors, appearing in the | 
county court as agents or on behalf of plaintiffs. This question had been 
considered by the judge of the Croydon County Court, who, as a matter 
of practice in his own court, decided that paid agents should not be per- | 
mitted to appear or address the court or give evidence for absent parties. | 
The A mpi of the practice being, in the opinion of the committee, | 
essentially one of judicial discretion, under the 10th section of the County 
Court Act, 1852, they considered that it would not be proper for them to 
make any representations to the county court judge on the subject. 





THE SELDEN SOCIETY. 


The second meeting of this society took place on Saturday last. The 
chair was to have been taken by the Lord Chief Justice, who, however, 
was unable to be present. In his absence the chair was taken by Mr. 
Justice Wills. 

The Cuarrman, after expressing regret at the absence of the Lord Chief 
Justice, said that in the specimens of what they hoped to unearth from the 
records of the country, which were shortly coming out under the editor- 
ship of Professor Maitland, there were many things of real and substantial 
interest, not only to the lawyer, but to every student of history. Few 
members of the profession were ever called upon in the course ot their 
duties to consult the Placita de Coroné. He had had occasion to examine 
them more minutely than most members of the bar, and he had found 
them to be full of most interesting matter, and to throw a remarkable | 
light — the early state of society and life inthe United Kingdom. It 
would be found, for example, that boycotting was no invention of the | 
nineteenth century. There had been discovered an amusing illustration | 
of the practice put into operation against the Abbot of Lilleshall. The 
abbot complained that the bailiffs of Shrewsbury had caused pro- | 
clamation to be made in the town that none should be so bold | 
as to sell to the abbot and his men any merchandise under a | 
— of 10s. One of the most remarkable discoveries which he | 

ad made on one occasion in the course of a very elaborate and | 
prolonged examination of the Placita, and which he established not 
only to his own satisfaction, but to that of the court, was that in our early 
history the Sovereign sued exactly as the subject does now, and was 
subject in all respects to the same incidents; and that some of what are 
now considered to be Royal prerogatives were interesting survivals of rights 
——s to the Sovereign and subject in common, which were subse- 
quently taken away from the subject. The volume which was shortly to 
a had been translated into excellent English by Mr. Maitland, and 
the Latin text and translation would appear side by side. They hoped, 
before long, also, to engage in the work of preparing a glossary of ancient 
legal terms, which would prove of great value to the profession. When 
at the bar he had experienced the great want of such a work. The 
first attempts of the society would be in the direction of common law 
antiquities; but in the course of time ke hoped that records of a no less 








interesting character with respect to equity principles and procedure would 


be brought to light. The results of such researches would prove of value 
and interest, not only to the legal practitioner, but to the historical 
student. 

Lord Justice Fry, in moving the adoption of the report, said that a sub- 
committee had been appointed to consider what were the best means of 
preparing a glossary of legal terms which should assist those who desired 
to study ancient documents. It was a work of great labour, and would be 
one of great interest. He trusted that the committee would receive offers 
of assistance in the work proposed. Different authors would have to be 
studied with minute attention, and a distribution of the work would 
therefore be necessary, as the work, to be satisfactory, must contain refer- 
ences to the authors by whom the different words were used. He was 
glad to find that the society was extending its client’/e, not only in this 
country, but in America. He begged to move the adoption of the report. 

Sir Ricnarp Covcu seconded the motion, which was carried. 

The Secretary said that from January 29 to October 31 the receipts had 
been £138 12s., and urged the necessity of further subscriptions. 

Mr. Hypg CLarke moved the re-election of the ten retiring members of 
the council. 

Mr. Grirrirx seconded the motion, which was agreed to. 

Mr. Mvunron moved the re-appointment of the executive committee, 
consisting of the Minister of the United States, Lords Justices Lindley and 
Bowen, Mr. Justice Stirling, and Mr. Justice Wills. 

Mr. Cooxson, Q.C., seconded the motion, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. Mcnrton urged his fellow-members of the solicitors’ branch of the 
legal profession to do all they could to further the objects of the society, 
from which valuable assistance might be expected. He had taken the 
opportunity of drawing the attention of solicitors to the society, and he 
hoped that as a body that profession would aid the work in which they 
were engaged. 

Mr. Cooxson, Q.C., moved a vote of thanks, which was heartily passed, 
to Mr. Justice Wills for presiding over the meeting. No one could fill 
the chair more suitably than the learned Judge, whose arguments on 
questions of antiquarian law he had heard and read with great interest and 
advantage. 

The Cuarrmay, in briefly acknowledging the compliment, said that the 
meeting would gladly listen to any further obscrvations or suggestions 
which might be made. 

A discussion then ensued as to the desirability of having all the Par- 
liamentary rolls translated and edited. It was ultimately resolved to 
leave the matter in the hands of the executive committee to consider the 
best means of approaching the Government with a view to the public:- 
tion of the Parliamentary rolls. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


Law Srupents’ Denatinc Socretry.—Dec. 20.—Chairman, Mr. W. M. 
Woodhouse.—The subject for discussion was, ‘‘ That the case of Sturges 
v. Bridgman (11 Ch. D. 853) was wrongly decided. The debate was opened 
by Mr. W. H. Quarrell; the following gentlemen also spoke :—Messrs. 


| W. H. Pitman, E. K. Robinson, Herbert Smith, T. Douglas, D. H. Kyd 


(visitor), and A. C. Macintosh. The motion was carried. 

Unirep Law Sivpents’ Socrery.—Dec. 19.—Mr. Pearson moved, ‘‘ That 
the time has arrived for the Disestablishment and Disendowment of the 
Church in Wales.’’ Mr. Bull opposed the motion. Messrs. Marcus, 
Common, and others supported the opener; Mr. Pearson replied, and on 
the motion being put, it was declared by the chairman to have been lost 
by four votes. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Witt1am Howarp, solicitor, of Colchester, died on the 13th inst., 
aged eighty-eight. Mr. Howard was born at Brantham, Suffolk, in 1809. 
He served his articles with Mr. John Ambrose, of Manningtree, and with 
Messrs. Maples & Pearce, of Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry. He was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1830, and he practised for fifty-seven years at Col- 
chester, where he had an extensive business. He was for many years in 
partnership with Mr. James Inglis and Mr. Frederick John Keeling, and 
more recently he was associated with his son, Mr. William Howard, 
jun., who was admitted a solicitor in 1875. Mr. Howard was clerk to 
the county magistrates and to the commissioners of taxes at Colchester, 
and he was for many years clerk to the guardians of the Lexden and 


| Winstree Union, and superintendent registrar. He was a perpetual com- 


missioner for the county of Essex. He was auditor of the Colchester and 
Essex Hospital, and an alderman for the borough of Colchester. He was 
married to the daughter of Mr. William Wigston, and he leaves two sons 
and four daughters. Mr. Howard was buried at Colchester on the 16th 
inst. 


Mr. Isaac Preston, solicitor and notary, died about three weeks ago, 
at an advanced age. Mr. Preston was admitted a solicitor in 1821, and he 
had for many years a large practice at Yarmouth, where he was in part- 
nership with his nephew, Mr. John Tolver Waters. He was a notary 
public, and he was for many years clerk to the Great Yarmouth Port and 
Haven Commissioners. He resigned that office about three years ago in 
consequence of failing health, and he shortly afterwards retired from 
business. His son, Mr. Isaac Preston, jun, was admitted a solicitor in 
1863, and is now clerk of the peace for the borough of Great Yarmouth 
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Mr. Tuomas Ho.pen, solicitor (of the firm of Holden & Holden), of 
Bolton and Leigh, died at Bolton on the 21st inst., at the age of seventy- 
seven. Mr. Holden, who was the oldest member of the legal profession at 
Bolton, was born in 1810. He was admitted a solicitor in 1833, and he 
was in partnership with Mr. Charles Henry Holden and Mr. Arthur 
Thomas Holden, the firm having offices both at Bolton and at Leigh. Mr. 
Holden had an extensive private practice, and he had been for many years 
registrar of the Bolton and Leigh County Courts (Circuit No. 5), in which 
offices Mr.C. H. Holden was associated with him. He was one of the 
principal founders and supporters of the Free Public Library at Bolton. 

Mr. Freperick Bariey, QC., died at his residence, 18, Oxford-terrace, 
on the 20th inst., at the age of sixty-seven. Mr. Bailey was the son of 
Mr. John Bailey, of Blagdon, Somersetshire, and was born in 1820. He 
was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1845, 
and he practised for many years on the Western Circuit, and at the 
Somersetshire, Bath, and Bristol Sessions. In 1880 he received a silk 
gown from Lord Cairns, but he had for several years ceased to practice. 
Mr. Bailey was a bencher of the Middle Temple. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Artuctr Henry Hexspert, solicitor, of Birmingham, has been 
appointed Coroner for the Northern Division of Worcestershire, Mr. 
Hebbert was admitted a solicitor in 1876. 

Mr. Wrtu1am Freperick Haynes Sarru, C.M.G., Attorney-General of 
British Guiana, has been appointed to administer temporarily the Govern- 
ment of the Leeward Islands. Mr. Smith is the fourth son of Mr. John 
Lucie Smith, of Demerara. He was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Trinity Term, 1863. He was Solicitor-General of British 
Guiana from 1865 till 1874, when he was appointed Attorney-General of 
the colony. He was created a Companion of the Order of St. Michael 
and St George in June last. 

Mr. Hersert Francis Poynton, solicitor, of Bristol and Kelston, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Tuomas Rornwett Hastam, solicitor, of Manchester, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 

Mr. Samugt Beverrnce Armour, advocate, has been appointed Sheriff 
Substitute for the counties of Caithness, Orkney, and Shetland. 











WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
‘ LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

NEw BritisH Iron Co, LrwiTeEpD.—By an order made by Chitty, J., dated Dec 6, 
it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be continued. 
Fresbfield & Willams, Bank bldgs, solors for petners 

NEW TEMPLE NORMANTON Coat & CoKE Co, Lru1TED.—Petn for winding up, pre- 
sented Dec 12, directed to be heard before Kay, J., on Jan 14. Stevens & Co, 
Bedford row, agents for Cutts, Chesterfield, solor for petner 

PATENT CUBE FIRE-LIGHTER Co, LImITED.—Petn for ding up, presented Dec 
13, directed to be heard before Stirling, J., on Jan 14. Burnett, Devereux ct, 
Temple, solor for petner 

London Gazette.—_TUESDAY, Dec. 20. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Britis Conco Co, Lrrrep.— By an order made by Stirling, J, dated Dec 18, it 
was ordered that the company be wound up. Byrne, Chancery lane, agent for 
Slater, Heelis, & Co. Manchester, solors for petners 

BUCKNALL’s GoLD EstTaTE, LIMITED.—Kay, J, has, by an order, dated Dee 15, 
appointed Henry Dever, 4, a. to be official liquidator 

CoED Mawr Poot AND FR1IpD LEAD MiniInG Co, LimITED.—Chitty, J, has, by an 
order, dated Nov 26, appointed Ernest Joseph Hart, 45, Liacoln’s inn fields, to 
be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Jan 17, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above- 
Tuesday. Jan 31, at 11,is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
Ce>ts and claims 

DraMATIC PUBLISHING Co, Luw1TED.—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 19, 
directed to be heard before Stirling, J, on Saturday, Jan 14. Clarke & Co, Lin- 

Cc ln’s inn fields, solors for petners 

GENERAL GAS HEATING AND LIGHTING APPARATUS Co, LrmITED.—Petn for wind- 
ing up, presented Dec 16, directed to be heard before Stirling, J, on Saturday, 
Jan 14. Wild & Co, Ironmonger lane, solors for petner 

Ick Factory Construction Co, Limirep.—By an order made by Kay, J., dated 
Dec 10, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Honey, Alderman- 
bury, solor for petner 

PATENT CABLE TRAMWAYS CORPORATION, LiMITED.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Dec 17, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Saturday, Jan 14. 

_Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry, solors for petner 

SHEFFIELD MORTGAGE AND EstaTEs Co, LiuwiTED.—By an order made by North, 
J , dated Nov 26, is was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the cum- 

any be continued. Munton & Morris, Queen Victvria st, agents for Parker & 
railsford. Sheffield, solors for petner 

SHOREHAM PORTLAND CEMENT Co, LimITED.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Dec 12, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Saturday, Jan 14. Wilkinson 

_& Howlett, Bedford st, Covent gdn, solurs for petner 

VicTorY, LIMITED.—Ky an order made by North, J., dated Nov 26, it was ordered 
that the Victory, Limited, be wound up. HKogers & Chave, Great Winchester 
st, solors for petner 
b 2 UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

WEstT RIDING OF YORKSHIRE PERMANENT BENEFIT BUILDING SocreTy.—By an 
order made by Chitty, J, dated Dec 10, it was ordered that the society be 
wound up. Burn & Berridge, Pancras lane, agents for Farrar, Halifax, solor 


for petners 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
BRITISH UNION FRIENDLY SOCIETY, British Schools, Duualley st, Cheltenham, 
Gloucester. Nov 15 
MOLD UNION FRIENDLY SOcrIETY, Royal Oak Hotel, Mold, Flint. Dec 16 
WoOoDFIELD EsTaTE LAND SocIETY, KIDDERMINSTER, LIMITED, 36, Church st, 
Kidderminster. Dec 17 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


Last Day OF CLAM. 
London Gazette.—FRiDAyY, Dec. 16. 
LUMSDEN, JOHN. Waltham Abbey, Draper. Jan 14. Gilbert v Lumsden, North, 
J. Ratcliff, Leadenhall st 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Dec. 20. 
Mutter, James, Ironmarket, Newcastle under Lyme, Tailor, Jan 5. Miller v 
Miller, North, J. Cartwright, Newcastle under ‘Ly me 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or CLAM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec 9. 
Brice, SaMvuEL, Waltham, Kent, Farmer. Jan 16. Kingsford & Co, Canterbury 
CLARK, JosEPH HENRY, Hill Crest, Maidenhead, Gent. Jan 17, Woods & Demp- 


ster, Brighton 
CrovaH, MARY ANNE, Russell st, Liverpool, Jan5. Crowther & Miller, Liver- 


pool 

Cone, HENRIETTA STANLEY OWEN, Chelsea gdns. Jan17. Gwilt, Duke st 

Coie, James, Gatcombe, I.W., Yeoman. Jani. Fstcourt, Newport, 1.W 

CRATHORNE, JostaH, Grovehill, 8t Nicholas, Beverley, Miller and Seed Crusher. 
Dec 31. Peel & Stamford, Bradford 

DvuDLEY, Mary, Cadogan mansions, Sloane sq. Jani8. Ley & Oo, Carey st 

Hutton, Ropert RossetTer, Chipping Barnet, Hertford, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Dec 31. Poole, Barnet 

Fisk, Rev Joun HAMMOND, Hastings. Jani. Overbury & Gilbert, Norwich 

ForsTER, ISABELLA, Hedley pl, Newcastle uponTyne. Feb1, Hoyle & Co, New- 
castle upon Tyne 

GERSTENBERG, ARNOLD, St Briavels, Gloucester, Gent. Jan 9. Davidson & 
Morriss, Queen Victoria st 

Gipps, JAMES, Pembroke rd, Clifton, Bristol, Solicitor. Jan 17. Ley & Co, 
Carey st 

HEARFIELD, JOHN, Buckden, York, Farmer. Dec 22. Thompson, Skipton 

Howakrp, HarRi£T, Saunders st, Southport. Dec19. Booth & Andrew, Ashton 


under ne 
see ~~ “eee Hume, Dartington, Devon. Jan 1. Overbury & Gilbert, Nor- 


wic 

JoneEs, THOMAS, St Mark’s rd, Notting hill, Gent. Jan 18. Pearce-Jones & Co, 
Jobn st, Bedford row 

JONES, WILLIAM, Thornton st. Southwark, Boot and Shos Maker. Jan 13, 
Purrier & Son, Circus Je, Bunstary circus 

LAMBERT, JOHN ARTHUR, es Ditton, Surrey, General in Her Majesty’s 
Army. Marchi. Janson & Co, Finsbury circus : 

MILLINGTON, Henry, London st, Reading, Plumber and Decorator. Jan 10. 
Beale & Martin, Readin 

Moran, BENJAMIN, Bocting, Besex. Jan10. Chandler, Bishopsgate st Within 

M oRE, JOSEPHINE CONSTANCE WALTER, Delamere terr, Paddington. Jan 7, 

ayes Darley & Cumberland, John st, Bedford row 

OrcpMAN, ARTHUR RICHARD, Old Serjeant’s inn, Gent. Jan 20. Oldman & Clab- 
burn, Old Serjeant’s inn 

PARsoONs, ELizaBeETH, Brookwood, Surrey. Jan 26. Marsden & Wilson, Old 
cavendish st 

Pascor, THoMAS Puriiipson, Albany rd, Camberwell, Mercantile Clerk. Jan 12, 
French, Crutched friars 

PEGLER, JOSIAH, Brtstol, Commercial Traveller. Jan 10, Salisbury, Bristol 

Porrer, W xton, Chester, Gent. Jan 6. Mearns & Boyle, Liverpool 


SELMES, FREDERIC, Calvert’s bldgs, Southwark st, Hop Factor. Jan7. Hawkes 
& Co, Borough High st 

SHERLOCK, SIDNEY, King st, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. Jan 5. Crowther & 
Miller, Liverpool 

Greene, RICHARD, Halifax, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Jan 9. Boocock, 

alifax 

SPEARING, HELEN, Clifton terr, Brighton. Jani. Clarke & Co, Brighton 

STRICKLAND, JOHN, Snaith, Yorks, Gent. Jan10. Clark, Snaith 

TARGETT, Mary, London rd, Reading. Jan10. Beale & Martin, Reading 


Tuck, Rev } Loe GILBERT, Tostock, Suffolk, Clerk in Holy Orders. Jan 31. 
Tuck, Norwic 

TURNER, JAMES AUGUSTUS, Stoke sub Hambden, Somerset, Solicitor. Jan 
25, Symes, Weymouth 

UrwIck, EDWARD, East Molesey, Gent. Jan12. Ridsdale & Son, Gray’s inn sq 


WRIGHT, Cuanima, Park st, Cambridge, Yeoman. Dec 3i. Fosters & Lawrence, 


Cambridge 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec. 13. 
BELL, RopERT WILLIAM, Great Yarmouth, Butcher. Dec 20. Burton & Son, 
Great Yarmouth 
BENNETT, HANNAH, Falsgrave, Scarborough. Dec3i. Drawbridge & Rowntree, 
Scarborough 
BEULING, JOHN HENRY, Kingston, Jamaica, Esq. Jan 13. Cvokson & Co, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 
BRADLEY, GEORGE, Fenton rd, Lockwood, nr Huddersfield, Gent. Jan2, Bot- 
tomley, Huddersfield 
CLIEVELEY, ALICE, Eccleston, Lancaster. Jani6. Barlow, Wigan 
ELLIOT, CHARLOTTE GEORGIANA, Weybridge, Surrey. Jan 7. Robins & Co, 
Lincoin’s inn fields 
ay, per FREDERICK, Gestingthorpe, Essex, Clerk. Jan 23, Turner & Co, 
Jolchester 
Gamgn, SAMUEL, Villa Alexandra, Torquay, Esq. Jan 21. Hooper & Wollen, 
orqusa 
GREASLEY, ARY, Back George st, Manchester. Febi. Jackson & Oo, Malton 
Guy, Ricwarp, Flight Hill, Nether Worton, Oxford, Farmer. Jan 15. Lumley 
& Lumley, Conduit st 
bef — > — ona Henry, Rotherham, York, Gent. Feb1. Harrop & Harrop, 
otherham 
HARFIELD, KOBERT, Old Shirley, Southampton, Gent. Jan7. Harfield, South- 


ampton 
HARGREAVES, ANNA Mari, Park rd villas, Halifax. Feb1. Wheeler, Halifax 


Rocagen.2 acme, Horton Bank, Bradford, Grocer. Jan3!. Hutchinson & Son, 

raator 

Hoye, Rosert, Armley, York, Painter. Jan 14. Francis George Hoyle, Ivy 
Cottage, Armier. icon 

JARDINE, JOSEPH, Oakfield rd, Hackney. Jan10. Thatcher, Bennet’s hill 

JUSTINS, JOSEPH, Reading, Brewer. Jan14. May, Reading 

Kent, Mary, Worsley, Lancaster. Jan 3i. Nicholls & Co, Altrincham 


ees zouem, Halifax, Yorkshire, Fruiterer. Jan 14. R. M. & J. M. Kerr, 
altax 

















Taylor, Sheffield 
Bretherton & 


PRESSLEY, HARVEY, Leadmill rd, Sheffield, Farmer. Feb 1. 


REYNOLDS, JosErH, Friars Orchard, Gloucester, Esq. Jan 31. 
Son, Gloucester 
Hove, 


ROWSELL. ELxANORA, Medina villas, 
Walker, Birchin lane 
ScHWARnF, LupwiGc ConraD, Oxford ter, Putney, Professor of Music. 
Goldberg & Langdon, West st. Finsburv circus 
Vv —_-? E = 2D, Severn Bank, Shrawley, Worcester, Esq. Jan 14. Bearcroft, 
reitwich 


Brighton. Jan 10. Cooper & 


Jan 16. 


Winer, HENRY, Farringdon st, Licensed Victualler. Feb 1. Clapham & Fitch, 
Bishopsgate Without 
WeriGut, Emiry Marta, Clapham rd, Clapham. Feb6. Carter & Barber, Austin 


friars 


WARNING TO INTENDING HOUSE PURCHASERS AND LESSEES. —Before purchasing 
or renting a house have the Sanitary arrangements thoroughly examined by an 
expert from The Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 115, Victoria-st., West- 
mirster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offic es, &c, —(AD VT. ] 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALLERY, WILLIAM ADRIAN, Oxford st, Tailor. High Court. Pet Nov 18, Ord 
Dee 13 

APPLEYARD, JOSEPH, Batley Carr, Yorks, Woollen Manufacturer. Dewsbury. 
Pet Dec 12. Ord Dee 12 

Barron, Francis J, Blackheath, Gent. Greenwich. Pet Nov 25. Ord Dec 13 

BERGER, Gustav, Antil rd, Bow, Hairdresser. High Court. Pet Dec 13. Ord 
Dec 13 

BLaMEY, WILLIAM, and SAMUEL GRosE, Stukeley pk, Fulham, Builders. High 
Court. Pet Nov 10. Ord Dec 13 

BRACEWBLL, JOHN, Colne, Lancs, Farmer. Burnley. Pet Dec14. Ord Dec 14 

BrusH, WILLIAM Osnornk, Princes rd, Lambeth, Coffee house Keeper. High 


Court. Pet Dec 12. Ord Dee 12 


BUCHANAN, JOHN, Kingston upon Hull, Engineer. Kingston upon Hull, Pet 


Dec 12, Ord Dec 12 
—— WILLIAM, Jarrow, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Nov 29. Ord 
ec 12 


CANTERBURY, Right Hon Viscount Henry CHARLES MANNERS SUTTON, Bourne- 
mouth, Peer. High Court. Pet Nov 15. Ord Dec 13 
CAVE, THoMAS, Oxford, Baker. Oxford, Pet Dec12, Ord Dec 12 


Cnarnse, Danae SALMON, Filey, Yorks, Innkeeper. Scarborough. Pet Dec 13. 


Ord Dee 13 
Cox, A C W, residence unknown, High Court. Pet Oct 11. Ord Dec 13 
Liverpool. Pet Nov19. Ord 


CRUICKSHANK, Gass, & Co, Liverpool, Merchants. 
Yov 29. Ord Dec 12 


Dec 9 
Dakt, JOHN, Devenport, Builder. East Stonehouse. Pet N 

High Court. Pet 
Birmingham, Pet Nov 


DENMAN, FRANCIS PHILIP, Burdett rd, Limehouse, Physician. 

Dec 13. Ord Dec 14 

DEWELL, CHARLES, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. 
9. Ord Dec 14 

EGLETON, ROBERT TANNER, Montreal ter, Kilburn, Oilman, High Court. Pet 
Dec 14. Ord Dec 14 

E.uioTt, THoMAs!LEwIs, Hastingleigh, Kent, Maltster. Pet Dec 
13. Ord Dec 13 

EMERY, HENRY, Lausanne rd, Hornsey, Rug Manufacturer. High Court. Pet 

Yov 26. Ord Dec 14 
Essex, CHARLES, Rothwell, Northampton, Carpenter. Pet Dec 
Stockton on 


Canterbury. 


Northampton. 
8. Ord Dec 8 

FOTHERGILL, Ricwarp. Middlesborough, Tobacco Manufacturer. 
Tees and Middlesborough. Pet Dec10, Ord Dec 10 

FROGLEY. FREDERICK WALTER, Beckton rd, Canning Town, out of business. 
High Court. Pet Dec 13. Ord Dec 13 


GALLIMORE, THOMAS MORLEY WATKINS, Gainsborough, Brass Founder. Lincoln, 
Pet Dec 12. Ord Dee 12 
GORDON, SAMUEL Davin, Liverpool, Furniture Dealer. Liverpool. Pet Dec 12. 


ec 12 

GREIG. WILLIAM JAMES, JOHN H&NRY GREIG. and GEORGE ALEXANDER GREIG, 
Ratcliff, Ironmongers. High Court. Pet Dec13. Ord Dec 13 

Grey, Tuomas, Penarth, Builder. Cardiff. Pet Dec 12. Ord Dec 12 

GrirMER, HENRY, Burgh St Peter, Norfolk, Carpenter. Great Yarmouth. Pet 
Dec 13. Ord Dec 13 

HALL. JosEPH, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Grocer. Ashton under Lyne and Staly- 

14 


bridge. Pet Dec 14. Ord Dec 
Cardiff. Pet Dec 3. Ord Dec 10 


Harris, Davin, Cardiff, Provision Dealer. 
saamer. JOHN, Rawtenstall, Lancashire, Potato Merchant. Blackburn. Pet 
East Stonehouse. Pet Dec14, Ord 


ec 14. Ord Dec 14 
HAYNES, THOMAS, Plymouth; Fish Buyer. 
Liverpool. Pet 
Pet Dec 13, Ord 
Hu RLEY, Monnzs, Voiunteer yard, Caledonian rd, Cab Proprietor. High Court. 
Pet Dec 12. Ord Dec 12 
JACKSON, Mary ANN, Derby, Provision Dealer, Derby. Pet Dec 14, Ord Dec 14 


JOHNSON, WiLt1AM, The Prison, Holloway, Clerk. High Court. Pec Dec 13 
r Cc 13 
JONES, JOHN, Ogmore Va'e, Glamorganshire, Contractor. Cardiff. 
Ord Dec 12 
KENNINGTON, W ILLIAM, , Loughborough, Licensed Victualler. 
Dec 14. Ord Dec1 
KENT, HENRY GEORGE, ihieiien Stocktaker, 
borough. Pet Dec 13. Ord Dec 13 
ee JOSEPH, Birmingham, Tobacconist. 
ec 12 


ec 
HOWARTH ,FRANCIS GASKELL, New Ferry, Cheshire, Auctioneer. 
Dec 12. Ord Dec 12 


ae oo Southampton, Toy Dealer. Southampton. 


Pet Dec 12. 
Leicester. Pet 
Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
Pet Oct 22. Ord 
Pet Dec 9. 


Birmingham. 
LEAnOYD, SAMUEL, South Stainley, Yorks, Farmer. Northallerton. 
r 
LITTLEDIKE, GEORGE, jun. Kingston upon Hull, Confectioner. Kingston upon 
Hull, Pet Dec 12. Ord Dec 12 
Mason, FRANK, Oldham, Self Actor Minder, Oldham. Pet Dec iz. Ord Dec 12 


Mavenam, ARTHUR, West Melton, Yorks, Publican, Sheffield. Pet Dec 14. Ord 


QuaRTty, WILLIAM, Argyl Ki : ; 
Dec 13. Ord Dec 1 a e sq, King’s Cross, Bookmaker. High Court. Pet 
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TF onGenrs. Francis, Darlington, Grocer. Stockton on we and Middlesborough. 
Dec 15. Ord Dee 13 
High Court, 


Pet 
Rose, F " Denmark hill, Publican. Pet Nov 15. Ord Dec 12 


Rowson, Geant. , Cleethorpes, Lincs, Smack Owner. Great Grimsby. Pet Dec 
12. r ec 12 
SALISBURY, JAMES EDWARD, Sheffield, Stay Busk Manufacturer. Sheffield. Pet 


Dec 14. Ord Dec 14 

SmiTH, HARWOCD, Woolwich, Grocer. Greenwich. Pet Dec10. Ord Dec 10 

ee, quences ConnE.ivs, Ockbrook, Derbyehire, Tailor. Derby. Pet Dec7, 
Ird Dec 12 

Strorry, Henry, Newcastle on Tyne, Commission Agent. 
et Dec 14. Ord Dec 14 

STRANES, JOHN ALFRED, Warwick, Butcher. Warwick. Pet Deci4. Ord Dec 14 

TORRE, NicHoias KirEpy, Land port,  emapetaice, Clerkin Holy Orders. Ports- 
mouth. Pet Dec10. Ord Dec! ; 

TUNSTALL, tase, Liverpool, Wine. Merchant. Liverpool. Pet Nov 18. Ord 

Stockton on Tees and 


Newcastle on Tyne, 


Dec 1 

TURNER, THoM AS, Whitby, Jet Ornament pauutactarer. 
Middle sborough, Pet Nov 26. Ord Dec 

TYHURST, RICHARD, Herne Bay, Job nie. Canterbury. Pet Dec 12. Ord 

Jee 12 

WALEER, THOMAS, Gt Missenden, Buckingham, Wheelwright. 
Dec 13. Ord Dec 13 

WATSON, ALBERT EpwarbD, Gt Grimsby, Insurance Agent. 
Dec 10. Ord Dec 10 


Aylesbury. Pet 
Gt Grimsby. Pet 


WHATLEY, Tuomas, Mitcheldean, Gloucester, Solicitor. Gloucester. Pet Dec 
13. Dee 13 
WILLcocks, GEORGE, Devonport, Coal Merchant. East Stonehouse. Pet Dec 12, 


Ord Dec 12 bs ; 
Wyatt, WILLIAM GILBERT, High st, South Norwood, Builder. 
Dec7. Ord Dec9 : 
YATEs, "ea. = Kemberton, Salop, Farmer. Madeley, Shropshire. Pet Dec 
12. Ord Dec 12 
The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov. 18 
CANSFIELD. SAMUEL HABTLEY, Shipley, Yorks, Printer and Engraver. Bradford, 
Pet Nov 15. Ord Novi 


Croydon. Pet 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Back, UsmeEr, Blackfriars rd, Southwark, Ropemaker. Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

BLEWITT, BENJ AMIN, Kingswinford, Staffs, Publican. Dec 29 at 10.30. Talbot 
Hotel, Stourbrid ge . 

BURNS, WILLIAM, Jarrow, Grocer. Dec 23at11. Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle 
on Tyne 

Butter, FRANCIS, Edith grove, Fulham rd, Earl’s Court, Architect. Dec 23 at 
11. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

DAvIEs, LEWIS, Nantymoel, Glam, Bootmaker. Dec 30at1i1. Off Rec, 3, Crock- 
herbtown. Cardiff 

Exuts, Epwry, North crescent, Bedford sq, Artist. Dec 23 at 2.30. 
Lineoln’s inn 

FREDERICK, GEORGE HENRY, Church st, Camberwell, Cheesemonger. 
12. 33, Carey st, Lincoin’ s inn 

GALLOWAY, WALTER READ, Peckham rye, Wine Merchant. Dec 23 at 1. 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

GRIMMER, HENRY, Burgh St Peter, Norfolk, Carperter. Dec 24at 1. Off Rec, 

8, King st. Norwich 
Hou ur 8, FRANK, Wood st, Clerk. Dec 23 at 11. 33, Carey st, Linco!n’s inn 


Hvuppoitp, HEBER, Pensnett, Stafford, Brewer. Dec 29 at 10. Talbot Hotel, 
Stourbridge 

Jackson, Many ANN, Derby, Provision Dealer. Dec 23 at 11. Off Rec, St James’s 
chbrs, Der ‘by 

Jaconss, Exvisgau, Cinderford, Gloucester, Clothier. Dec 23 at 3. Bell Hotel, 


Gloucester 
LASCELLES, GEORGE, Leeds, Carting Agent. Dec 28at11. Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
Dec 23 at 3. Talbot 


Leeds 

LEDBURY, Wit11AM, Oldswinford, Worcester, Builder. 
Hote 1, Stourbridge 

MAKEPEACE, CHARLES, Leighton Buzzard, Bedford, Shoemaker. Dec 23 at 12.80. 
Elephant and Castle Hotel, Linslade, Buckingham 

Mason, Frank, Oldham, Self Actor Minder. Dec 23 at 11. Off Rec, Priory 


chbrs, Union st, Oldham 
O’ NEILL, TERENCE, Leeds, Tailors’ Cutter. Dec 28 at1i2. Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
Dec 30 at 12. 109, Victoria 


Dec 23 at 12. 


83, Carey st, 
Dec 23 at 


Leeds 
RoseErts, EDWIN, Lewin rd, Streatham, Engineer. 
st, Westminster 
SEALEY, THomas, Canton, Cardiff,jFurniture Dealer. Dec 31 at 12. Off Rec, 3, 
Crockher btown, Cardiff 
SPENCER, THOMAS CoRNELIUS , Ockbrook, Derbyshire, Tailor. Dec 23 at 12. Off 
Rec, St James’s chmbrs, Derby 
SrorEy, HENRY, Newcastle on ‘Tyne,Commission Agent. Dec 28 ati1. Off Rec, 
Pink lane. Newcastle on Tyne 
Tuomas, Wirr1iAM, Cardiff, Lisensed Victualler. Dec 30 at 2.30. Off Rec, 3 
Crockherbtown, Cardiff 
THOMSON, FRANK D., Landport, Hants, Engineer. Jan 2 at 3. 166, Queen st, 
ortsea 
TorRE, NICHOLAS KrirxEBy, Portsea, Clerk in Holy Orders. Jan 2 at 3.80. 163, 
Queen st, Portsea 
YATES, WILLIAM, Teuherton, Salop, Farmer. Jan4 at 1.80. County Court, 
Madeley 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
ABELS, FRANE, Birmingham, Tailor. Birmingham. Pet Novi4. Ord Dec 14 
ACEREED, EpwIn, Bradford, Cigar Merchant. Bradford. Pet Nov 30, Ord 
ec 14 


APPLELARD, JOSEPH, Battley Carr, Yorks, Woollen Manufacturer. 
Pet 


Dec 12. Ord Dec 12 
BALLINGALL,sEMILY, Camden rd, Pianoforte Manufacturer. High Court. Pet 
y pk, Fulham, 


Dewsbury. 


ec 1. Ord Dec 12 
| BuaMEY, WILLIAM, and SAMUEL GRosE, Whittingstall rd, Stukeley 
Builders. High Court. Pet Nov19. Ord Dec 
ee ae JOHN, Colne, Lancashire, Farmer. Burnley. Pet Dec 14. Ord 
BRowN, * OSEPH, Belvedere crescent, Belvedere rd, Lambeth, Timber Merchant. 
High Court. Pet Dec9. Ord Dec 13 


BRUSH, WILLIAM OSBORNE, ee Lambeth, Coffee house keeper. High 
~ Court. Pet Dec 12. ‘Ord Dec 
BurNS, WILLIAM, Jarrow, ~ Linmdg " emesis on Tyne. Pet Nov 29. Ord 
ec 14 
CANSFIELD, SAMUEL HarTLeEy, Idle, Yorks, Printer. Bradford. Pet Nov 15. 
Ord Dec 10 


Onareay, HeEnrRY SALMON, Filey, Yorks, Innkeeper. Scarborough. Pet Dec 13. 
r 
DEARLING, GEORGE, Crouch end, Hornsey, Ironmonger High Court. Pet Dec 


8 Ord Dec 12 
Daares. ceare, Batterses, Packing Case Maker. Wandsworth. Pet Nov 14 
ec 
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t Nov 14 





Dec. 24, 1887. — 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 133 











EGLETON, ROBERT TANNER. Montreal ter, Kilburn, Oilman. High Court. 

Pet Dec 14. Ord Dec 14 
ssEX, CHARLES, Rothwell, Northamptonshire, Carpenter, Northampton. Pet 

Dec 8. Ord Dec 14 

FroGLEY, FREDERICK WALTER, Long Bridge rd, Barking, out of business. High 
Court. Pet Dec13. Ord Dec 13 

GALLIMORE, THOMAS MORLEY WaATEINS, Gainsborough, Brassfounder. Lincoln. 
Pet Dec tz. Ord Dee 12 

Wars, Jooure. Dukindield, Cheshire, Grocer. Ashton under Lyne. Pet Dec 14. 

ri ec 

HARTLEY, JOHN. Rawtenstall, Lancashire, Potato Merchant. Blackburn. Pet 
Dec 14. Ord Dec 14 

Hurizy, Morris, Nailour st, Caledonian rd, Cab Proprietor. High Court. Pet 
Dec 12. Ord Dec 13 

Jackson, Mary ANN, Derby, Provision Dealer. Derby. Pet Dec 14. Ord Dec 14 


JOHNEON, eames The Prison, Holloway, Clerk. High Court. Pet Dec 13. Ord 
ec 
Joums, a Cgmore Vale, Glamorganshire, Contractor. Cardiff. Pet Dec 12. 
rd Dee 
KENT, HENRY GEORGE, Durham, Stocktaker. Stocktun on Tees and Middles- 
borough. Pet Dec12. Ord Dec 13 
LATPIBtD, BLPBED, Richmond, Yorks, Corn Miller. Northallerton. Pet Dec 5. 
rc ec 14 
LEAROTD, | South Stainley, Yorks, Farmer. Northallerton, Pet Dec 8. 
rc ec & 
LITTLEDIKE, GEORGE, jun, Kingston upon Hull, Copfectioner. Ki 
a Hull. | Pet Dec 12, Ord Deci2. > ‘ ane 
ALLETT, EDGAR, and FREDERICK WILLIAM MatTTEN Woops, Soho sq, Pri 3. 
High Court. Pet Nov3. Ord Dec 14 ; ' _— 
wae, ba | Fazakerley, Lancashire, Contractor. Liverpool. Pet Oct 14. 
Tr ec 1% 
Marr, Davip, High Holborn, Surgical Instrument Maker. High Court. Pet 
Dec 9. Ord Dec 13 
MASON, FRANK, Oldham, Self Actor Minder. Oldham. Pet Dec9. Ord Dec 12 
NORMAN, GEORGE BOULRER RATHURST, Great Marlbor a g) 
Court. Pet Nov 4. Ord Dec 14 ‘ ey ee. Se 
PUCHES, rca, Fordwich, Kent, Carpenter. Canterbury. Pet Nov 17. Ord 
ec 1 
QuARTLY, WILLIAM, Argyle sq, King’s Cross, Bookmaker. High Court. Pet 
Dec 13, Ord Dec 13 : 
RopGErs, FRANCIs, Darlington, Grocer. Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough. 
Pet Dec 12. Ord Dec 13 
Rowson, SAMUEL, Cleethorpes, Lincolnshire, Smackowner. Gt Grimsby. Pet 
Dec 12. Ord Dec 12 
STONE, JABEZ, Blenheim grove, Ryelane, Storemason. High Court. Pet Dec 8. 
ore pee 14 - 
STOREY, HENRY, Newcastle on Tyne, Commiesi . 7 
Pet Dee id’ Ord Deo 14 'yne, mission Agent. Newcastle on Tyne. 
THOMPSON, FRANK D., Landport, Hampshire, Engineer. Portsmouth. Pet Nov 
26. Ord Dec 13 
TorRRE, NIcHOLAS KtrKkpy, Landport, Clerk in Holy Orders. Portsmouth. Pet 
Dec 10. _ Ord Dec 10 
es ALKER, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. Liverpool. Pet Novis. Ord 
dec 
TURNER, THOMAS, Whitby, Ornament Manufacturer. Stockton on Tees and 
_  Middlesbough. Pet Nov 26. Ord Dec 9 
Watson, ALBERT EDWARD, Gt Grimsby, Insurance Agent. Gt Grimsby. Pet 
7 Dec 10. Ord Dec 10 
WHATLEY, THoMas, Mitcheldean, Gloucestershire, Solicitor. Gloucester. Pet 
. Dec 13, Ord Dec 13 
WoopwakbD, WALTER, Wilson st, Finsbury, Furniture Merchant. High Court, 
y yt ovi17. Ord Dec 13 
zs, LLIAM, Ke 2 § 
om, az  Saenanten, Salop, Farmer. Madeley, Shropshire. Pet Dec 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
b. London Gazette.—TUEsDAY, Dec 20. 
ATKINSON, WILLIAM, Leeds, Slate Merchant. Leeds, Pet Dec17. Ord Dec 17 


BROADFIELD, WILLIAM PERRY, Worcester, Timber Valuer. Worcester. Pet 
Dec 16. Ord Dec 16 
BULLEN, RIcHARD, Duke st, Stamford st, Licensed Victualler. High Court. 
Pet bec 17. Ord Dec 17 
BuEN, JOHN Henry, Newcastle on Tyne, Potato Merchant. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Dec17. Ord Dec 17 
BUTTERFIELD, GERARD ERCONWALD HARINGTON, St James rd, Surbiton, Clerk. 
‘ Kingston, Sur:ey. Pet Dec 16. Ord Dec 16 
cam, ataune HENRY, Kiogsland rd, Draper. High Court. Pet Dec15. Ord 
ec 15 
er) nAsem, Maddox st, Regent st, Tailor. High Court. Pet Dec 15. 
rc ec 
CoctnAu, Haney, Burton on Trent, Builder. Burton on Trent. Pet Dec 2. Ord 
ee 15 
Coomns, CHARLES, Burton Latimer, Northamptonshire, Farm 
Pet Dec 17. Ord Dec 17 Z ecaipcadbaagiampeieias 
Cuvee, ue, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Bootmaker. Bradford. Pec Dec 15. 
re ec 15 
DEACON, HENRY PELHAM, Waldeck House, Willesden lane, 8 
Court. Pet Dec 15. ‘Ord Dec 15 a 
pour, Aas Saat, Beccles, Suffolk, Carpenter. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Dec 
o. r ec 15 
Fawonrs, Jauue WILLAN, Leeds, Bottler of Beer. Leeds. Pet Deci6. Ord 


ec 1 
wiowss, covenm, Boyle st, Saville row, Gent. High Court. Pet Nov 28. Ord 


ec 
Fromm, LEOPOLD, Paternoster row, Manufacturers’ Agent. High Court. Pet 
Dec 1, Ord Dec 17 
Frost, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Union ct, Old Broad st, Builder. High Court. Pet 
Dec 15. Ord Dec 15 
Hari ey, Isaac, Leicester, Corn Dealer. Leicester. Pet Nov 29. Ord Dec 15 
HEwMMING, Exv1JAn, Sheffield, Plumber, Sheffield. Pet Dec16. Ord Dec 16 
Hornny, JouN Tuomas, Salford, Baker. Salford. Pet Dec 16. Ord Dec 16 
iureaxors. HIRAMARE, Seething lane, Merchant. High Court. Pet May 25. 
rc ec § 
Hues? ALSXARDER, Westgate, Wakefield, Bootmaker. Wakefield. Pet Dec 15. 
re ec 15 
IncREY, EDWARD, Bedford, no occupation. Bedford. Pet Dec17. Ord Dec 17 
duvrnis, B2OmARD, South Shields, Barman. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Dec 15. 
re ec 15 
Joune, JaMss, Llandingst, Carm, Woollen Maker. Carmarthen. Pet Dec 17. 
rc ec 
Jupp, EDWARD, Town Malling, Kent, Labourer. Maidstone. Pet Dec 16. Ord 


_ Decié6 
Kipp, WirazaM, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Liverpool. Pet Dec 15. Ord 
ec 15 
Law, ARMITAGE, Oleckheaton, Yorks, Twine Dealer, Bradford. Pet Dec 15. 
Ord Dec 15 


Lewis, Davip, Cardiff, Haulier. Cardiff. Pet Dec5, Ord Dec 15 








Lrirscomn, L H, Walthamstow, Builder. High Court. Pet Nov 25. Ord Dec 
MEIRE, WILLIAM, Cardiff, Insurance Agent. Cardiff. Pet Dec 15, Ord Deo 15 
Morris, HENRY, Tipton, Grocer. Dudley. Pet Dec 16. Ord Dec 16 
ee ram, Barnby Moor, Cattle Dealer. York. Pet Dec 16 

ec 


NorMAN, ALFRED HENRY TuFF, Palace rd, Crouch End, Cabinet Maker. Hig 
Court. Pet Dec 17. Ord Dec 17 
PaicE. EpMUND, Stock Exchange, Stockbroker. High Court. Pet Oct 22. Or 


Dec 16 

Panngeu, Haunt, Coburg rd, Old Kent rd, Builder. High Court. Pet Nov 28, 
Ord Dee 16 

PHILLIPS, D, Ilford, Essey, Grocer, Chelmsford. Pet Nov 11. Ord Deo 14 


PILE, FREDERICK RoBerT Hatt, Budleigh Salterton, Devon, Dairyman. Exeter. 
Pet Dec 15. Ord Dec 15 
Pocuiy, STEPHEN, Leicester, Agent. Leicester. Pet Dec 15, Ord Dec 16 


Roneos, Tomas, Tebay, Westmoreland, Yeoman, Kendal, Pet Dec 16. Ord 


ec 16 
Sr, Epwarp G., Cloth Fair. High Court. Ord Dec 10 


Gene, eee Joun, Gt James st, Bedford row, Clerk. High Court, Pet Oct 27. 

r ec 15 

TUCKER. ba Albion terr, Dalston, Pastrycook. High Court, Pet Dec 15. 

r ec 15 

Wa, Seem, Lamb’s Conduit st, Upholsterer. High Court. Pet Dec 
16. Or ec 16 

Way, GEORGE, Stoken Church, Oxfordshire, Licensed Victualler. High Court. 
Pet Dec 15. Ord Dec 15 

WEATHERALD, JAMES, Seaham Harbour, out of business. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Dec 3. Ord Dec 15 

WooLsTENHOLMES, THOMAS, Monnery rd, Upper Holloway, Farmer. High 
Court. Pet Dec 2. Ord Dec 15 

Woops, FREDERICK GEORGE, Mirander rd, Holloway, Wine Merchant. High 
Court. Pet Dec7. Ord Dec 16 

WriGHutT, WILLIAM, Ipswich, Builder. Ipswich. Pet Dec8, Ord Dec 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ATKINSON. SAMUEL, Dingwall rd, Croydon, Builders’ Merchant. Jan 2 at 3, 
109, Victoria st, Westminster 

BROADFIELD, WILLIAM PERRY, Worcester, Timber Valuer. Dec 30 at 11, Off 
Rec, Worcester 

Burn, JoHN HENRY, Newcastle on Tyne, Potato Merchant. Dec 31 at 11. Off 
Rec, tink lane. Newcastle on Tyne 

CARLTON, WILLIAM HENRY BROADBIN, New Clee, Lincoln, Smackowner. Jan 11 
at12. Off Rec. 3, Haven st, Gt Grimsby 

CRAWSHAW, ALBERT, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Bootmaker. Dec 28 at12. Off Rec, 31, 
Manor row, Bradford 

DALE, JOHN MARTIN, Whitby, Grocer. Dec 30 at 12.80. Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, 
Middlesborough , 

Dart, JoHN, Devonport, Builder. Dec 29 at 11. 18, Frankfort st, Plymouth 


Dawson, CHARLES JOHN, Collingham, Yorks, Commission Agent. Dec 30 at 11. 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Deeds 

DE CHASSIRON, BARON, Silver st, Enfield, no occupation. Desc 29 at11. 16 Room, 
30 and 31, St Swithia’s lane 

Dunn, ARTHUR HENRY, Beccles, Suffolk, Carpenter. Dec 31 at 12. Off Rec, 8, 
— st, Norwich 

ame: weates LewIs, Ashford, Kent, Maltster. Jan 3 at 3. Off Ree, 11, Bank 
st, Asbfor 

Forster, JAMES, Leeds, Builder. Dec 29 at 11. Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Gara, Wi - Leeds, Timber Merchant. Dec 29 at 12. Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


3 
GASKELL, ANN, Kendal, Wool Dealer. Jan7at11. 37, Stramongate, Kendal 


GUTTENBERG, AARON, Kingston upon Hull, Cabinet Maker. Jan?at2. Hull In- 
corporated Law Society, Liucoln’s inn bldgs, Bowlalley lane 

HALLATT, FREDERICK BAXTER, Southsea, Outfitter. Dec 28 at 12.30. Chamber of 
Commerce, 145, Cheapside 

Hartey, JoHN. Rawtenstall, Potato Merchant. Deo 28 at 3. Off Reo, 14, 
Chapel st, Preston 

HAYNES, snes, Plymouth, Fish Buyer. Jan 8 at 8, 18, Frankfort st, Ply- 
mout' 

Hawes. coum WILtIAM, Plymouth, Grocer. Dec 29 at 12. 18, Frankfort st, 

iymout 

HoNEYMAN, EDWARD Foster, Varlington, Professor of Music. Dec 80 at 12. 
Otf Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

HowELL, AMY. Grove, Pembroke, Dairy Farmer. Dec 28 at 1. Temperance 
hall, Pembroke Dock 

HowELts, JoHN, Aberdare, Grocer. Dec 29 at 12. Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 


Hvumpy, JoHNn, Southampton, Toy Dealer. Dec 29 at 12.30. Chamber of Com- 
merce, 145, Cheapside 

JEFFELS, RICHARD, South Shields, Barman. Dec 29 at 3. Off Rec, Pink lave, 
Newcastle on Tyne 

KENT, ILENRY GEORGE, Darlington, Stocktaker. Dec 28 at 3. North Eastern 

otel, Darlington 

LANGFORD, JOSEPH, Pembridge, Herefordshire, Farmer. Jan 12 at10. 18, Corn 
sq, Leominster 

LAW, ARMITAGE, Oleckheaton, Twine Dealer. Dec 28 at 11.30. Off Ree, 31, 
Manor row, Bradford ~ 

LAYFIELD, ALFRED, Richmond, Yorks, Corn Miller. Déc 28 at3. North Eastern 
Hotel, Darlington 

Miter, Ciara, Oxford, Picture Seller. Dec 30 at 11.80. 1, 8t Aldates, Oxford 


a Tuomas, Barnby Moor, Yorks, Cattle Dealer. Dec 30atil!. Off Rec, 


or 
PATTINSON, JAMES, Urswick, nr Barrow in Furness, Farmer. Jan 11 at 10.30. 
Sun Inn, Ulverston 
Pine, FREDERICK Robert HALL, Salterton, Devon, Dairyman. Dec 29 at 11, 
Castle of Exeter, Exeter 
REYNOLDS, JOHN, Narberth, Pembrokeshire, Draper. Dec 27 at 11. Off Ree, 11, 
Quay st, Carmarthen 
meee, Sa Darlington, Grocer. Dec 28 at 3. North Eastern Hotel, 
arlington 
Rowson, SAMUEL, Cleethorpes, Lincolnshire, Smackowner. Jan 4 at 12.30. Off 
Ree, 3, Haven st, Gt ms 
SMITH, SAMUEL, Clayton, nr B ‘ord, Farmer. Dec 28 at 11. Off Reo, 31, Manor 
row, Bradford 
STRANKS, JOHN ALFRED, Warwick, Butcher, Dec 30 at 11. W. B, Sanderson, 
solor, Church st, Warwick 
ee ar Sheflield, Cabinet Maker. Dec 29 at 12. Off Rec, Figtree lane, 
etmeic 
TUNSTALL, WALKER, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. Dec 29 at2. Off Rec, 35, Vie- 
toris st. Liverp sol 
Tyuvurst, RicHaRD, Herne Bay, Jobmaster. Jan4at 2. Dolphin Hotel, Herne 


Bay, Kent 
WEATHREALD. JAMES, Harbour, Durham, out of business. Dec 29 at 
2.30. Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 
Wwasest. —* Mitcheldean. Glouces, Solicitor, Dec 27 at 3.30. Off Reo, 
oucester 





_ 
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Plymouth 


WRIGHT, WILLIAM, Ipswich, Builder. Dec 29 at 12. 


Wyatt, Wrrp1am GItnERT, High st, Soutb Norwood, Builder. 


109, Victoria st, Westminster 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


ATKINSON, HENRY ARTHUR CAMERON, Newcastle on Tyne, Provision Merchant, 16 


Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Nov 26. Ord Dec 15 


BAKER, JOSEPH, Salisbury, Coal Dealer. 


Manufacturer, High Court. Pet Dec7. 


Pet Nov 2t. Ord Dec 17 


BROADFIELD, WILLIAM PERRY, Worcester, Timter Valuer. 


16. Ord Dec 16 


Burn. Joun HENRY, Newcastle on Tyne, Potato Merc 


Pet Dec 17. Ord Dec 17 ; 
CockraM, HENRY, Burton on Trent, Builder, 
ec 15 


CotpRrEcK, LEONARD, Holborn viaduct, Surveyor. High Court. Pet Nov7. Ord 
ec 16 
CoLE, GRANVILLE, Jermyn st, 8t James’s,Gent. High Court. Pet May 21. Ord 


ec 16 
CooxE, J. ARTHUR, Norwich, Tanner. Norwich, Pet 


Coomns, CHARLES, Burton Latimer, Northamptonshire, Farmer. 


Pet Dec 17. Ord Dec 17 


CRAWSHAW,. ALBERT, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Bootmaker. 


Ord Dec 15 


DarmpRE, IsmporeE, Colebrooke, Devon, Clerk in Holy Orders. 


30. Ord Dec 16 


DE CHASsSIRON, Baron, Silver st, Enfield, 10 occupation. 


Ord Dec 15 


DEWELL, CHARLES, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. 
29. 


Ord Dec 17 
Dunn, ARTHUR HENRY, Beccles, Suffolk, Carpenter. 
Ord Dee 15 
Fawcett, JAMES WILLAN, Leeds, Bottler of Beer. 
Dec 18 


GoopMAN, ZACHARIAH WALTER, Barking, Essex, Soap Maker. 


Ord Dec 14 


Nov 5. 


GrimmeER, HENRY, Burgh St Peter, Norfolk, Carpenter. 


Pet Dec 3. 
East Stonehouse. 


Dee 13. Ord Dec 15 
Hargis, Davin, Cardiff, Provision Dealer. 


Hayyrs, THomas, Plymouth, Fish Buyer. 
8 


Cardiff. 


ec 1 
Hemwmiye, ExisAun, Sheffield, Plumber. Sheffield. Pet Dec 15. Ord Dec 16 
Salford. Pet Dec16. Ord Dec 16 


Hornsy, Jonn THOMAS, Salford, Baker. 


HowAkRTH. FRANCIS GASKELL, New Ferry, Cheshire, Auctioneer. 
Pembroke Dock. Pet Dec 8. 


Pet Dec 12. Ord Dec 17 
HowELt, AMY, Pembroke, Dairy Farmer. 
ec 16 


Hunt, James Henry, Birmingham, Electro Plate Manufacturer. 


Pet Oct 5. Ord Dec 17 


Hurst, ALEXANDER, Westgate, Wakefield, Bootmaker. 


Ord Dec 15 


INGREY, EDWARD, Bedford, no occupation. Bedford. 


JEFFELS, RICHARD, South Shields, Barman. Newcastle on Tyne. 


Dec 15 


. JAMES, Liandingat, Carmarthenshire, Woollen Manufacturer. 


then. Pet Dec17. Ord Dec 17 


Jurr, EDWARD, Town Malling, Labourer. Maidstone. 


LANSDALE, EuizA, Blackfriars rd, Mantle Marufacturer. 


8. Ord Dec 1 
Law, ARMITAGE, Cleckheaton, Twine Dealer. Bradford. Pet Dec 14. Ord Dec 15 


LEwis, Davin, Cardiff, Haulier. Cardiff. Pet Dec 5. 


MAKEPEACE, CHARLES, Leighton Buzzard, Shoemaker. 
2c 17 


it ‘ 
MEIRE, WILZIAM, Cardiff, Insurance Agent. Cardiff. 
MILLER, CLARA, Oxford, Picture Seller. Oxford. 


MORECROFT, ANNIE, Barton under Needwood, Staffs, 


Burton on Trent. Pet Dec3. Ord Dec9 


FIRE!! BURGLARS!! 


JOHN TANN’S 


“ANCHOR RELIANCE” 


SA FES 
FOR JEWELLERY, PLATE, DEEDS, BOOKS, &. 
SOLICITORS’ DEED BOXES, 


FIRE RESISTING SAFES, £4 10s., £5 5s., and £8 5s. 
LISTS FREE. 


I, NEWGATE ST., LONDON, E.C. 


DUCATION.—To Solicitors and other 
Professional Men and Gentlemen of Limited In- 
come.—A few boys, sons of the above, are admitted 
into a well-known School of high tone on greatly 
reduced fees.—For full particulars address, in strict 
confidence, “* Mu,” care of Messrs. Relfe Bros., 6, 
Charterhouse-buildings, Aldersgate, City, E.C. 














QCHORNE COLLEGE, near WINSLOW, | 


for Sons of Clergy, Army, Navy, Medical, &c. 
Taney muinese per annum ; —— =e reduction ned 
rphans ; entrance fee Five G $ 

Vicar is Warden.—Address, Rev. Dr. Jams 


Witcocks, Grorce, Devonport, Coal Merchant. Jan 3at 11. 18, Frankfort st; 
Off Rec, Ipswich 


Salisbury. Pet Nov 16. 


EFEnsvsan, Jacon SAMUEL LEvy, Jewin st. we place, Ostrich Feather 
Ord Dec 16 
BREWER, WiLt1AM HEwNky, Brixham, Devon, Eootmaker. East Stonehouse. 


Burton on Trent. 


Gt Yarmouth. 


Pet Dec 8. 


Dec. 24, 1887. 





— oS 


acmgene, Tuomas, Barnby Moor, Cattle Dealer. York. Pet Dec 16. Ord 

ec 16 

PILE, FREDERICK ROBERT HALL, Budleigh Salterton, Devon, Dairyman. Exeter, 
5 


Pet Dec 15. Ord Dec 1% ; 
Raw, Soe THORNTON, Furnival’s inn, Sclicitor. High Court. Pet Feb 22. 
rd Dec 15 
Rosson, wre. Coatgill, Tebay, Westmoreland, Yeoman. Kenda!. Pet Dec 
5 r ec 16 
SanpDs, GEORGE, Heigham, Norwich. Norwich. Pet Dec7. Ord Dec 15 
STRANES, JOHN ALFRED, Warwick, Butcher. Warwick. Pet Dec14. Ord Dec 17 
Way, GEORGE, Stoken Church, Oxfordshire, Licensed Victualler. High Court, 
Pet Dec 15. Ord Dec 15 
WHEELER, GEORGE, West Cowes, IW, Wine Merchant. Newport and Ryde, 
Pet Nov 28. Ord Dec 2 
WHITAEER, JAMES, Cromwell gdns, West Kensington pk, Builder. High Court, 
Pet Oct 27. Ord Dec 17 
WItson, WILLIAM, Hastings, Tobacconist. Hastings. Pet Nov 25. Ord Deci§ 
Wricat, WILLIAM, Ipswich, Builder. Ipswich. Pet Dec8. Ord Dec 12 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. : 
Moore, GEORGE RIcHARD, Thorngate rd, St Peter's pk, no occupation. High 
Court. Adjud Novi2. Annul Dec8 
Wandsvorth, 


Scott. ANNIE C, Wakehurst rd, Northcote rd, Wandsworth. 
Adjud July 11. Annul Nov 1 


Dec 30 at 3 


Ord Dec 13 


Worcester. Pet Dec 
hant. Newcastle on Tyne. 


Pet Dec 2. Ord 


Nov 2. Ord Dec 15 
Northampton. 


Pet Dec 15. 
Exeter. Pet Nov | 
Pet Oct 24. 








Bradford. 
BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
we 


BIRTHS. 
oo og 13, at Birkenhead, the wife of P. W. Atkin, barrister-at-law, of a 
aughter 
ROBINSON.—Nov. 23, at Calcutta, the wife of C. Carew Robinson, solicitor, of a 
son. 
ScaIFre.—Dec. 15. at Bolderwood, Hendon, the wife of John Harper Scaife, bar. 
rister-at-law, of a daughter. 


Edmonton. 
Birmingham. Pet Nov | 
Pet Dec 15. | 
Pet Dec 16. Ord 
Fet 
Gt Yarmouth. Pet 


Ord Dec 16 
Pet Dee 14. 


MARRIAGE. 
Giti—Every —Dec. 13, at Princetown, Thomas Husband Gill, jun., Devonport, 
solicitor, to Beatrice, daughter of Captain Oswald Every, Princetown. 


Leeds. 


Chelmeford. 


I. 
; PEMBERTON.—Dec. 16. at Datchet, Mordaunt Pemberton, of Lincoln’s-inn, bar. 
1ister-at-law, aged 49. 





Ccd 


| All letters intended fer publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” mzst be 


authenticated by the name of the writer. 
Liverpool. 


Ord 


Birmingham. 
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Wakefield. Pet Dec 15. 


Ord Dec 17 
Pet Dec 15. 


Pet Dec 17. 


Carmar- cela EPREESEES ——_ 





Ord Dec 16 
Pet Oct 


Pet Dec 16, 
High Court. 


The Subscription to the Sortcrtors’ JournaL is—Town, 268, 64. ; 
Country, 288. 6d. ; withthe Wrexty Reporter, 53s. Payment in ad- 
vance includ+s Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have 
their Voluncs bound at the office—cloth, 28. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d) 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journ al with regularity 
in the Country, it is requested that application be made direct to the 


___, UNTEARABLE LETTER 
meneamttmmmcamarncen | GOPYING BOOKS. 


the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. (HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
| 1,000 Leaf Book, 5s. 6d 
? ’ ° ° 


| ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. | 
500 Leaf Book, 3s. 6d. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. English made. 


Law Wignend Gowan sce Resiiven, Tews Checks, | THE BEST LETTER COPYING BOOK OUT, 
| 


Ord Dec 17 
Luton. Pet Dec8s. Ord 


Pet Dec 15. Ord Dec 15 
Ord Dec 16 
Dealer in Fancy Goods. 





| EDE AND SON, 
ROBE fps 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


9 | 
| 


and Clerks of the Peace 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS. WODDERSPOON & co 
| «9 


ESTABLISHED 1680. | 7, SERLE STREET, anv 1, PORTUGAL STREET 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. | LINCOLN’S INN, W.O. 


HE WICK, Furze-hill, Brighton.—0. G. 

- ALLUM, M.A., Scholar of Trinity Hall, Cam- 

bridge, formerly with the Rev. KE. St. John Parry, 

M.A., of Stoke-house, Slough, and for 10 years 

| Assistant- Master at Brighton College, prepares 

Boys, from eight years of age, for the Public School 
Scholarships and Entrance Examinations. 


INTEMPERANCE, 


BuxtON HOUSE, EARL’S COLNE, 
ESSEX. 
Private Home for Six Ladies. 
Highly satisfactory results. Excellent references. 
Terms, 2 and 3 guineas weekly, 
Address, Miss PUDNEY. 








|? you want Money without Fees—amounts 

£10 to £1,000—before applying elsewhere see Mr. 
. Gesume, personally if possible, 43, Great Tower- 
street, 


OME for the TREATMENT and CURE 
. of INEBRIETY and MORPHIA HABIT, 
| ——_ Shot House, Twickenham. — Charmingly 
secluded. Gentlemen only. Limited number taken. 
Billiard room, library, lawn tennis court, bowls, &c. 
The whole staff pledged abstainers. Terms—24 to 5 
| guineas weekly.— Particulars from the Medical | 
Superintendent, H. BRANTHWAITE, F’.R.C.S. Ed. ; and | 
| reference is permitted to Messrs. MUNTON & MORRIS, | 
Solicitors, 954, Queen Victoria-street, London, | 
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